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To the Reader. 
e He. noiſe of this new Cate- 


niſm, fo rudely treating 


the Oath of Allegiance 
and Miſ-ſhaping the beauty of 
Truth into the deformity of a 
Monſter, as it has excited the more 


Curious, both of Roman Catholicks, 


and Proteſtants , to enquire aker 
it, fo 1t has railed in both an in- 
dignation againſt ” Men run P 
the Stationer for it, but find 1 
not. The truth is, bis achalier 
Catechiſm, though in Print, is not 
expoſed to Sail; for the Author, 
Conſcious to himſelf. that, like the 


night-bird, it will not endure. 


publick Light keeps it fomewhar 
A2 in 


3 
, 


: 
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in the dark, but yet imparts it to 
all his friends, and confidents : It's 
firſt Birth and Print was 'm Flan- 
ders; where having had the Ap- 
plauſe ot - ſome of his Society, 
[ the never-failing Ecchoes of each 
others prailes, | by them *rwas 
commended to thole Monaſfteries 
of Men and Women, upon which 
he has a grear AGatone After- 
wards fome few Copies were 
ſcattered in Paris ; from whence, 
by the deſign of the Author, one 
was ſent to me ; and now many 
more_of them. are -ſtolen into Eng- 


land, ' and put into the hands of 


Ladies; I ſuppoſe, to principle 
them, and thei children, in his 
way of L oyalty. In any of my 
Engagements againſt him and o- , 
 thers upon this Subject, which have 
*been many, thele three laſt . years, 
[ never yet appeared in Print. 

Nor 
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Nor dig I ever delign it, till now ; 
being partly. importuned by his* fre- 
quent, Prints, partly by Sollicitation 
of powerful friends, and moſt of 
all out of a duty tro my Prince, 
and a juſt reſeatment of the inju- 
ries' done ro Catholick' Religion. 
But it ſhall be with a juſtice fo 
impartial, that it ſhall rather force 
bir to an acknowledgment of cans 
dour, in ' my procels againſt -him, 
than incur the imputation of be- 
ing either injurious to him, or 
roo indulgent to my felf. 1 
{hall therefore couple both the Ca- 
techiſm, and the Anſwer in one 
Print and Book, let them ſtand or fall 
by the reaſons. they bring. And 
now Reader, whether I will or no, 
you will be judge betwixt _ us. if 
affeEtion bribe your underſtanding, 
you wrong your ſelf, and us too; 
if realon weighs down the Scale 


of 
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of your judgment, you ſhall do 
yout {c'* right, and no wrong to 
any. one. Be adviſed by holy 
Thomas of Kempis; Mind not who 

- Jpraks, but what is ſpoken. You have 
alio here Annexed, a Decree made 
againſt this Oath, with Animadver- 

ſions upon it. I commend it ro 

your ſerious peruſal ; Farewell, 


T be Feſuits Catechiſm : 


| Or, A Brief 
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p Topching th 

| OATH 
x Allegiance. 
Ws By Way of 
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-GEN'SLE READER. 


E- Sedurg e of periury, of which theſe 
Later years Ihe Catholick cauſe lyes bleeds 

-"\ '3ng," ought to have made Catholicks more 
11% Crew pelt in ſwearing :- whereas divers 
by: taking 'an unlatyful't oath, have no the 
evplt 11 man wot, God krowns, the Oath of 
Allegiance, that \could cure periury, no" more then 


t 


HAD) pn Fo WP | ( falfe Oath of- Allegi 
rredbhery to. Rebs 3 but: not Allegiance i ones 
King), And a  aNtovir't ro-bss Religion will bard- 
ty + a Faithfml-Subjot t0'bis: Soveraign., Ht 
that'by' Oath) wilt:difpenſe with his "Honour \and 


nce may ve 


Caſe in the: feſt; will- not \long" be 20 af. 


Jecoud,  Thire: may an equal. intere 
18; hoth, andc:then. adita' to ons 'as well ' as" the 
other... "Seal who \rook« the Oath, have ſince, te 
eaſe: thes faulty: leprat a Miniſters Sermon, and. 
ken the as cup and Lord's Supper to 
wh digeſtion, oy Orbers 'wmade their Good man 
Pope, and ſo renounced bis Supremacy. 
The greatgſt part hurried to Courts of Tuſtice, 
and _— by the ſpecious tule of Allegiance 
ſwore what they megnt, and meant what was 
juſt, though {A meaning was far from the 
words they ſwore to, and from the Obedience duc 
to their Supream Paſtor. 


The Refuſers 4 the Oath, by their adverſaries 


are 


Sehbing' anes -felf -\can” beal the wound given by. 


% 


to) 


areterm'd "s and made conſpiring againſs the 
for teaching the untawfutneſs 
of an Oath, which gh oe + themſelves maks to be no 
Allegiance, by ſaying, I ſwear not to the words, 
as they ly«, 'byt oply my. opipion. . $0 thed " 
without  Diſpenſation I may chan ange my opinion, 1 
may. change wy, Allagiance. au. knong We 
4 c bareens .\Qur-, Attegiance w«ſ 
blue and. dye with. A: and. we' i tbe. defenga. of 
bis 2dajcf#64 Keghts: and Preregatives, As we 
are ready, 10/9206 4, praiſe of ab due Allegiance, 
we #/F- act ſwear what we .caxnet;! letuit bear 
title it will. > he that: cares: nat what bs 
PT _—_ wot what he abſervesr. The good. 
Cauſe kids! y0h- ſine? what, you mill; - Co- 
gn; Alle gignce ;- 424 do. you. know what. 
Ad; Cs etbalick Gaveſe. . bids. you faxgar- 
41d da what you-ſimear. | 
e of the ref -of ae Oath, tha 
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The Jeſuits Catechiſm ; 
_ Or a Brat 
INSTRUCTION 
Touching the 
OATH of. ALLEGIANCE, 
By way of Dialogue. 
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CHAP. I. 
The . Matter is Stated, 


M, R'E, Qu aLoyal,S joct ? | } 

ceive why you queſtion it. 

M. I queſtion it, becauſe of your Re- 
ligion, which; is Catholick. 

S. And. becauſe of my Religion, Iam 


f, the more bound' to Loyalty. 
M. Wheremn, canſ{iſts Laya 


ky ? I 
S, In 8, fm and copfant refoſjution 
of paying all due Alegrazce to my Prinee, 
M, Is ybe Oath of Alegiance a part of 
this Duty ? | | 
S. Yes, as far as it contains Aleg ance. 
M. Why: 9088 if conjfain any thing 
elle ? S. Aﬀu- 


( wy 
S. Afﬀuredly ; it bears the Title of Alle- 
grance ; - and Allegiance is 'the' leaſt part 
of it ; and the reſt cannot be: {worn to. 

M. Do you'then think the Oath of 
Allegiance unlawful ? ? 

S. I judg it, to be ſo. 

M. And. Why ! ? , 

:-S- Becauſe-it hath not the requiſites 
of a lawful Oath, 

M. How' can you make this good ? 

S. Firſt,” by ſtating the Requiſits to a 
lawful Oath. =: By. conſidering the Oath 
as contain'd under the Title of the ACt 
of Parliament enjoyning the tendring it. 
beT By fingling out what in the Oath it 
elf falls ſhorr of thoſe Requiſites.. 4. By 
the "Ops prohibiting of the aid. Oath. 


a_ ah F 2 _— 


. CHAP: 1 [ 
"Of the Reguif ites to 4 lawful Oath, 


M.. WW Har. i is an Oath? 

S. It is a calling God to witneſs 
what 1 Affirm or Promiſe. 
24. How many forts of Oaths are 
there ? 
* $. An Oath (asto our pu "Y iS two- 
fold; Aﬀertory and Promilory. 


M. What 


(43) 

M.. What is an Aﬀertory Oath ? 

$S. It is t0 {wear a thing to be true, in 
order to bc believ'd. 

M.” What is a Promiſory ? - 

S. It is to ſwear a Promile, in ordep 
to bind- our ſelves to another... 
" 24. In which of theſe two Oaths, does 
an Oath of Alegiarce conſiſt ? | 

S. In a promiſory, as js clear; for by. 
a promiſe alone I bind my Allegiance. | 


M. Is the Engliſh Oath' of Allegiance 


wholly Promilory ? 


S. No; the greateſt part is meerly ſpe- 


culative, and Afﬀertory ; and therefore no 
Oath of Alegiance: 10 that the Title ill 
becomes the whole; and ſeems only pur 
to draw 1n People. 


M. Set me down the Conditions .re- 


quired - for the Lawfulneſs of an- Oath ? 
S. They are three ; Truth, . Lawfulneſs 


of the thing to be ſworn, and Neceſſity 
of ſwearing. #7 


M. What do you mean by .T7uth ? 
S. I mean that I muſt underſtand the 
words I {wear by, and that I muſt have a 


moral certainty . that the thing 1s ſo as I. 


{wear it to be : which certainty. admits no 
doubt of the thing's being otherwiſe. - . 


24. 1s not. the probability of a thing's _ 


being 


FRY . 


FOR Ore P 
being fo, en16 or orre to ſweat it ? 
| Foy No; — obability leaving a ra- 
tional doubt, whether rhe thing be ſo of 
no, I cannot bring God's veracity to wit- 
ek what 1 doubt of. L _ _ 

24. May not1l upon a probability of 4 
thing's being {o, ſwear I think it is ſg? 
\ $. I may, becauſe the Oath 15 ther 
grounded, upon the certainty I have of 
my Thought, tho” never fo weak; and 
not upon the probabiliry of the thing. 

M. Pray come to the 2. Requilit: 
what do you mean by the Lanfnlneſs of 
a thing ? | 


S.. I mean that the thing be neither, 
unlawful in it (elf as the telling of a lye« 
nor by prohibition, as eating Fleſh npon 


Friday ? 

M. What do you underſtand in the 
third Requiſite by Neceſſity ? 

S. I mean that one muſt not ſwear 
lightly, but by reaſon of ſome Obligati- 
on grounded in 2 vertue, as Charity, 
Tuitice, or Obedience. W 

M. Of which of theſe requiſites does 
the Oath of Allegiance fail ? ” 


S. It fails of all. It fails of Truth, | 


which is the firſt ; becauſe many 1llite- 
rate Perſons, do not underſtand the on | 
© 


_ felf,, Witneſs 
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of the words anil thoſe whs' yrndeiftand 
thetm, have' no" thoral Eerrainty of the 
aa the things fignih'd\, by them. 

"Falls of the 2. Kequailfe, . that is the 
Caiofuinef] of thi thing 1 fear : Fo, 
by reaſon this Oath” obliges me to 
unlawful Diſcoveries. Secondly, by rex- 
ſon it. is prohibited, by . a4gwful power ; 
and Thirdly, 'by being made a mark of 
Religion. | | 

M1. What ſay you to the: g. Requi 


« 


fit, which is Neceity? . - 

S. It appears from the want of the 
two firſt requilſits. For its ſo far fromthe 
requifit of Neceſſity, as that it is nece& 
fary not.ro take it. > 3. 

M4. You ſeera then. to hold. this Oath 
catinot be taken wihout a grievous fin, 
and without Perjury? _ 

S. It is but what two Popes have de- 
clared with ſeveral Breves. , 

M. What is Perjury?  . ._ . 
| S. It is a calling God to witnels a fal 
/M In, what conſiſts it's Malice ? 
=s. In _ co, who is Truth. it 

of; an untruth, and as it 


were Perjured ; he being his own Oath 
1n what he Witieſles. 


AM. 1s 


(6H 
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$. 
Ne _ mer Ng 8 
thians and Zgyprtians pur.the POT 


ro Death, the Indians cut off their 


and Feet. , 
CHAP. Ht 7 5; 
of the Title of the AF. |: 
M.' Hat is the Tide &þ the A&X; 


ihe * 
"-$. It is An Ad for the diſcovering and, 


ſuppreſſing Popiſh Recuſants.” 


means -of the 


intended, as zdiſtinEive ſign of Popery ? 


muſt be-intended to diſtinguiſh them 
| from others. 


which orders the tendring the - 


' 4. What dq you infer from this Title? ' 
 $.1 infer what is naturally. Inferr'd trom 
| a Title, ' the intent of the AQ, which is; 


ts diſcover and ſu Joppref Popiſh Recuſants by 
M. Do you then think the Oath to be 


.S. Yes; - for what ever is ordered to: 
Diſcover and Suppreſs Popiſh, Recuſants, 


- 4. Why 'ſo! Are there not other. 
__ en round by the A to diſtinguſh - - 


Rect 
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ver Diffenters in; General , 
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Recuſants, as the going to Church, to 
Communion. &c. which 'may verify the 
Title, of the, A&t? ; | 

S." There! are but [thoſe things diſco- 
who refuſe 
the Proteſtant Communion, and Church; 
no. leſs' than Catholicks. The Oath: of 
Allegiance 1s only, proper to try Catholiks, 
and therefore chiefly. pointed at. by: the 
Titles: - 

M. Have you conſidered the Breams: 
ble:in the Aft prefixed to the Oath, - it: 
may perchagce alter your Opinion? 

py [ believe not. I pray dehver 1t me. 

. It runs thus: And for the better 
7 bow his Majeftyes Subjefts ſtand Af- 
feftled in point of Loyalty and dae Obedi- 
ence, be it alſo Enatted, "CF. By which. 
words you ſce the intent 15, to diftinguſh. - 
Loyal,, from diſloyal Subjects,,, _ not 
what you pretend from the Title of the 
Act. 

S. Be) it, faid with your good x 
this preamble. Confirms the Oath to be, 
not only a diſtinctive ſign - to d:i/cover a 
Papiſt,-but adds tothe Diſcovery, a Pe- 
nalty the greateſt imaginable, of making 
a Papiſt to: be reputed and 'perſecnted-as. 
Digs, and conkequenly to be fapreſ: 


fea, 
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ſed, as is deſigned in the Title. 
M. Is then the Title of the AQ fitly 


and fully apply'd to the Oath; / fince o- 


ther things are contain'd in the At? 

S. Yes; for a Papiſt is D:ſcover'd b 
his Refuſal ; and his refuſal of the Oat 
brings him in D#/cyal, and expoſes him 
as fuch to the Laws to be Swuppreſs'd; 
which is the full intention of the AQ, 
for ſo are compleated the two parts of 
the Title; to Diſcover and Swuppreſs : From 
this you muſt neceflarily infer, rhat this 
Law which ſettles Proteſtant Religion, 
by the words, Loyalty and Obedience, un- 
derſtands and aims at nothing but a com- 
plyance with that Religion. 

M. Can you make this out by ano- 
ther inſtance contained in the Aft, and 
prove that this Oath is intended for a 
diſtinction of Religion, and not only a 
diſtintion of Loyalty ? 

S, Yes, Ican; if you allow Commu- 
nion and going to Church to be a di- 
ſtintive mark of Religion. 

M. I allow them for ſuch. 

S. If ſo, be pleaſed to reflect, how 
the fame AQ does declare that Commu- 
nion is propoſed for a diſtinQtive/ ſign of 
Loyalty, and Obedience; and not for 
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A "gn of: Religion, for the**Preamble to the 
ordainihp the taking of ' the Conimuniz 
on is this: For the better diſcovery there- 
fore of _ ' Perſons, and theiy evil y gy 
on to the Kings Majeſty, and the ſtate of 
the Realm, to' the end that evil purpoſes 
1 ay be better prevented, be it Enatted, that 


once in every Year following, he receive the 
, Lords Supper. | | 


ps % 


f M. This is ſomthing ; for, if the: Re- 
N ceiving the Communion be a diſtinfive 
1s ſign of Religion, although the Preamble 
1, might be produced to perſwade the con- 
1- trary, 44] that it 1s only a diſtinQive 
a- ſign of Loyalty ; fo the taking the Oath 
is clearly a diſtinftive ſign to diſcovera 

0- Papiſt as the Title does declare, though 
1d the Preamble alledged feemto bear ano- 
a ther intent. Nor can I invent a Reaſon, 

'' when I compare the two Preambles, why 
this latter Preamble ſhould not be as Et- 

U- ficacious to' exempt Communion from be: 
di- ing a mark of Religion, and make it ot- 


ly a ſign of Loyalty, as rhe former 1s 

to exclude the Oath from being a diftin- 
ow | Qive fren ;-as both-this AQ of Parlia- 
nu- ment by its Title, and the Popes Breves 
| of declare it to be. So that I am yours : and 
for only add, the joyning ſuch things as the 
Bz Oath 
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Oath and Communion together, ſuffici- 
ently declares 'the meaning of the Title 
and' the Law-makers intention of 4diſco- 
vering and ſuppreſſing Popiſh Recuſants by 
means of this Oath. 
. -S, This being. ſo; I cannot in Con- 
{ſcience take it. | 

M. I pray come to the particulars of 
the Oath in it ſelf? | 

S. It 1s my .duty to comply with 
your juſt commands. 


Re, IR —_—_— 


C.H AP. 1V. 


The Aſſertory part of the Oath conſidered 
in two Clauſes. 


M. J )E<nd to thoſe particulars, 
that render the Oach unlaw- 
ful 10 It ſelf. 
_S. Ihey are more than one ; where- 
fore I muſt lay down a Method to be 
the clearer. 
M. As you pleaſe. 
$. Firſt then I divide this. Oath into 
its Aſſertory part, and its promiſſory : 
an Aſſertory Oath as I have told you, 
is.to {wear a thing to. be true ;in_order 
| to 


=” | 


— 


£ 
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to be believed: and this Afertory: Oath» 
as is evident, includes no: -promiſe: of 
Fidelity-3 and by Conſequence is . no 
Oath o Allegiance, 

M. Produce the firſt Clauſe you fay 
cannot be {worn. 

S, I ſhall:place firſt, -what mn the Oath 
is with 'defign placed- -laft, but” influ- 


. ences upon all that goes: before it. 


M. What 1s that? 

S. They are theſe words following ; 
And all thoſe things, 1 \dq plainly and fix- 
cerly acknowledge, ana ſmear according ito 
theſe expreſs words by me ſpoken, and- ac- 
cording to the plain and: common | ſerſe'and 
underſtanding of the fame; words, without. 
any equivocation, or mentall evaſi ans, or 


ſecret reſervation whatſoever. 


M. Whar ditticulty find you in "theſe 
words ? 

S. The difficulty is : that after I have 
{worn, what cannot be {warn according. 
to the expreſs words, and: without ſome 
reſervation, I am engaged to forſwear 
all reſervation, in what 1 have ſworn. 

M. What 1s that .which cannor 'be 
{worn according to_'the' expreſs words 
and without any reſervation ? 

S. Give me leave to propoſe unto'you 

B3 by 
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by ,way' of doubt--the enſuing. Clauſe, 
though never ſo plauſible in appearance. 
1 teſtify and declare in my Conſcience before 
God and the world, that our Soveraign, 
KING: CHARLES, | is lawful and Rightful 
KING of the Realm, and all other his 
Majefttes Dominions and Countries. 


M.' 1 cannor conceive any reaſon, you” 


have to ſtumble: at-rhis ? 

S. My firſt reaſon, is, a due reſpect 
to his-Majeſty ;- the 2. 1s, that 1 under- 
ſtand: not verfetly what I am to ſwear, 
_ have a Moral certainty of the truth 

it. 

«A. Is not this an afteed pretence to 
cloak : diſobedience ? 
© $.:Were it fo, I ſhould not ſwear as 
I do in theſe" expreſs foregoing words, 
I truly "and ſincerely Acknowleds, and Pro- 
{eſs ; that is, interiourly, and exteriourly 
own by words'and deeds, Our: Soveraign 
King Charles to: ie lawful King, &Cc. 

M. Are not" the words 7 teſtify and 
declare 'as necollgy to my Allegiance as 
the other ? 

S.iNo they. are - Derogatory to his 
Majeſty, and by Conſonmomey to my 
Allegiance. 

A. My thinks you are barping upon 

a Tickliſh 
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a tickliſh point, wherefore I pray ex” 
plain your elf better. 

S. To teitify as importing ſomthing 
diſtiatt from my ackzowledging in the 
rigour of the expreſs word is to bear wit- 
neſs ; to declare, as diſtin&t from profeſſong, 
Is as it were to aCt the part of a Judg, 
in Clearing a thing not ſo well known, 
and 1s it not to queſtion the right of a 
King, | to, call the Subjet, and {wear 
him a witneſs of it .? are witneſles 
{worn but'in Caſe of Controverſy ?\ or 
are declarations required, but in Caſe 
of doubt? the King is King, by his al- 
ready declared indiſputable right. This 
right, without ahy ' more makes the 
Subjet, a Subje&. To ſwear me to 
witneſs he is my King after my acknow- 
ledgment_of - his right, is as 1t were to 
make him own his right to my acknow- 
ledgment; whereas my acknowledgment 
15.a tribute due to;his: right ; whick has 
no. need of my witneſſing or declaring 
It, as the Tenor of the Oath ſeems to 
{uppole it hath ; by requiring me to be 
a witneſs and declarer of it. 

M. You are a yery preciſe {wearer ? 

9. No preciler, then I am ſworn to 
be by: the expreſs words I am to ſwear 

B 4 to, 
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to, without any Reſervatioh,' which 
obliges me to diſcuſs exaQly the 'figni- 
fication of them; and I find thoſe words 
I ceHify and declare in their 'natural ex- 


tent "rather prejudicial to his Majeſties 


right, and my Aletrazce, thay' other- 
wiſe. 

7. Have you any other rhAſ againſt 
this Clauſe ? 

S. I have; my 24. reaſon is,” that be- 
ing a perſon, as moſt are, to 'whom the 
Oath 1s tendred, - not well | verſed in 
matters of State and Juſtice, am” forced 
to {wear things "which 'are- above 
Ine. | ; SETS A 

M1: What are thoſe? 

$.1 am ſworn to: zeftiſy, and - declare 
before God and the world, that av \Soutraien 

Lord” King Charles #s/\Lawful King” of this 
Realni and all other his | UujeSHes D anvIe- 
015 ana Countries. 

2M..1 fear. you*'are more nice” than 
Conſcientious, what” difficulty can you 
_ in this ? 

My difhiculty 1s, that | know not 
WW = I { EAT. 
 M- Do 'you not: know he is your 
Lawful King Po nou OA 

F. I know and ſwear | it t00. [zt every 

| ' Subject 


Pas 
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Subje& of his reſpective Dominions and 
Country do the ſame ;- but do I who 
am an Idiot know, what -i5 meant by 
all other his Majeſties Dominions and Coun- 
fries. Do I know what they are, and 
the right to them? have I Moral Certain- 
. *ty of what I fwear/to ? his Title runs : 
King of England, Scotland, France and Ire- 
land, he poſſeſſes many places'in Africa, 
and America ; Jome Dominions have been 
changed ſince the framing of this -Oath. 
Iam not certain' of the Juſtice of his 
Titles to all, and therefore as-/a faithful 
' -Subje& upon probable Motives'will pre- 
ſume--1t, © will {wear | to . ſtand for it, 
which © is true» 4lgiance, bur for want 
of certainty ofthe right he: hath-to all, 
cannot: {wear rt: Vet 

AM. I*did not:expeCt you would have 
inſiſted upon this Clauſe ; however I muſt 
own.-you' cannot be: too- nice 1n-exami- 
ning-whar you {azear, being clogg'd with 
the >firſt' Clauſe of ſwearing: to: the ex- 
preſs words, without - any. Reſervation 
whatſoever. 7: © 


CHAP. 


(26) 


_— ws 
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CH AP. V: 


Of 2.. more 'Clauſes of the. Aſſertory, part. 


S. T He- third Clauſe, 7 declare 147 
L ry Conſcience before God, that 
the Pope neither of himſelf, nor by any 0- 
ther means, with any other, can depoſe the 
King. 
.... M. What exception make you againſt 
'this Clauſe ? 

S. The want of Truth, which makes 
me phaguncs, it I without any reſervati- 
-on {wear to'the plain and common under- 
Standing of the ſame words. 

M. What is the common and- plain 
ſence of the words,: as:they lye? | 1 
/ 8, This propoſition. The Pope by ne 0- 
ther means with any other can-depoſe the King, 
1s expreſly the ſame as: this ; Nobody 
can aepoſe. the: King, that 'is, no Pope, 120 
King, wo Emperour,' no Prince, ' which 
you ſee is againſt the dayly pratQtife. of 
war, in which victory depoſesithe con- 
quer'd party from ſome part of his Do- 
minions ? 

M. Nothing is intended by theſe 


words 


(27) 
words, witneſs the Law-maker, but that 
the Pope, by no Papal or Eccleſiaſtical 
Authority can depoſe the King. 

S. 'Do the' expreſs words of 'the 
Oath bear this 'refervation/ 2 Do they 
not- expreſly exclude it ? The Au- 
thority of” the' Pope himfelf,, of the 
Church, and of the See of Rome, are they 
not 'fore{worn 1n the foregging words ? 
re | which —_ {worn to, 'what'can theſe 

words, nor by any other means with any 0 
ther, imply ? | 

M. What are the preceding words? 
ES S. They are theſe, and that the Pope 
L- netther of himfelf nor by any Authority of 
# the Church or ' See of Rome, '&0. Þ beſeech 
you, refle& upon the words, and then 
in relt me. Can &her that is different 

means  frony the - Authority of Pope and 
= Charih, be the fame with' the Authority 
<£ of | Pope and Chareh ? Can God himſelf 
ay | make you 4nd anither to: be the” ſame'? 
4 And'if he cantiot;” what Law-maker can 


h enable me -to''{Wear according to 'the 
of plain ſenſe ''of *the exprefs' words zhe 
N- Pope and an other ; and that the means 


\* of Eccleſiaſtical Authority and - other means, 
are/the ſame, which he muſt neceſſart- 
ly do who will pexſwade me, that to 
DI: | deny 


JMI © 10ac?r2 
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deny one and/to deny -the other accord- 


19g to expreſs. words,. is no. more than: 


to deny one and the ſame thing ?. .. 


M. This is fo clear, that nothing but 
& previous -wilful engagement to the) 
contrary! can obſcure it. Why did not. 


the Law-maker make his interpretation 
a part of the | expreſs words, as he has 


made the-expreſs words: an excluſion of 


his interpretation, and-the only Subjet 
ot my Oath ? | 
S. The fourth Clauſe is ; No Perſor 
whatſoever has) Power to abſolve me from 
this Oath :. this Clauſe according to ex- 
preſs the--words, is no truer than the 
former, and "therefore cannot be law- 


fully (worn. | 


14, Shew why it cannot be ſworn. 


.$. Becauſe the King, -by quitting. his 
Crown, . may; quit me-of my Allegiance : 
Is 'he ao;.body ? Should 'the King and 


Parliament, diſmember..a part of - the. 
Realm 'where. I am. Native, and make. 


it, over; to;a Forreign Prince, am not 1 


free from my Allgiazce,? and are they, 
no. perſon whatſoever ? doth not. the 


powerof Victory transfer Allegiance from 
one King to another?; and the conque- 
10g part, is he no body!?;. 


XM. Should 
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M. Should the King quit his Crown 
he might roo repent himſelf as ſoon bo- 
dy fayes. | 
S. That's much to the purpoſe. God 
ſend -him long to live and Reign, but 


would his repentance unperſon him, and . 


make him no body ? 

4. But the common ſenſe is, that no 
perſon from Rome can ablolve me of 
my Allegiance. 

S. The common ſenſe of the words, 
whatſoever the maker of the Oath might 
intend, bear no ſuch expoſition, but 
with a clear Negative exclude 1t, for no 
perſon whatſoever, in its natural ſenſe, is 
equivalent to this, No Pope, mo King, no 
Prince can ablolve em ; which 1s evident- 
ly falſe, as hath been made out, and 
cannot be {worn. 

M. Is not ' Victory, and the Kings 
quitting the Crown, equivalefit to 
death, and the Succeſſion of an Heir, 
which, it's manifeſt, cannot be under- 
ſtood by theſe words no perſor whatſoever ? 

'S. No: for death which 1s a pure 
Negation, only takes away the perſon 
from the dignity, and: not the dignity 
from the perſon, as the King might do 
from himſelf ; and - ſucceſion!'s we 

om 
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- from depolſing,. that it is a continuation 
of the Predeceſſours right. - rs 


——_——— 


CHAP. VL 
Of the 5. Clauſe of the Aſſertory Part. <. 


M. \A/ Hat elſe have you to: fa 
\ acainſt the Oath ? - 

S. The 5. Clauſe is: 1 farther front my 
heart, abhor, deteit, and abjure, as her® 
tical, this damnable Dottrine,” and poſition, 
that Princes which are excommunicated or 
deprived by the Pope, may be depoſed, or 
murthered by their Subjetts,: or any whatſo- 
EVET. 

M. What is't you ſcruple at ? 

S. I ſcruple at more than one thing ; 
for it contains: ſeveral things repugnant 
to Faith. - 

M, If what you fay, ' you make - a 
pear to be true, you will juſtify - the 
Popes Breves, who affirm what you fay : 
you will ſtop your adverſaries mouth, 
who boaſt you cannot after long” po- 
- ring, pick any thing out of the' Oath, 
which is contrary to Faith, and you will 
clear your-felf of Diſloyalty in refafing 
It. S, The 
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-S, The firſt thing contrary to Faith, is 
for a ſecular Power, much more a Pro- 
teſtant, to ufurp the Supremacy due to 
the Church in deciding what is Heretical, 
as the Parliament do's by tendring this 
Clauſe. From this it follows that 2. the 
complyance in {wearing that Clauſe is 
alſo contrary to Faith, as being an ap- 
probation of that power. 3. It 1s cortra- 
ry to' Faith, to make the Dodtrine of 
Depoſing, Heretical, it never having 
been condemned by the Charch. 4. Ie 
is contrary to Faith to make an Article 
of Faith what is not, as it would be to 
ſay, it is Article of Faith that zhe rope 
cannot depoſe a Prince in a Caſe of Heye- 
fre and revolt from the Church. For this 
muſt be of faith, if the contradictory be 
Heretical ; as it would not be Heretical 
to deny Tranſubſtentiation, if Tranſubitan- 
tiation were not an Article of faith. Laſt- 
ly, what is implyed inthe whole Clauſe; 
it is againſt faith \to hold it Lawful to 
{wear a thing to be Heretical which 'is 
not. 
 M. Doth - not- the reſult of this fa- 
vour Stilling-fleet, and others, who fall 
foul upon Catholicks for this DoQtrine 


of depoſing ? 
| S. No, 


(32) | 
-- $:-No, for as it is not, Hexetical, fo it 
is,no part. of Catholick Faith... Nor doth: 
_ man-Jas a Catholick believe i It* 12" 
. Is'it not more favgurable- to. Prin», 
Dog to hold it is Heretical.? ER 

S. It cannot be favourable to any .one 
to hold an untruth. | 

M. How can a Prince: ſecure himſelf 
from that Doarine ? 

S. By. a promiſſory. Oath of never 
holding it, nor- teaching, it, though it 
be not Heretical., 
 M. But by your good leave, this-is not 
{o binding, as to {wear it-to be Hezetical, 

\ 8. It is more binding ;;. for having 
ſworn it to be Heretical, if afterwards 
I find, it not to be Heretical, a5 One will 
eaſily do, 1 am freed from my Oathy| as 
having {worn an untruth ; but when I 
promile- by Oath never to follow it, 'nor 
teach it, be it Hererical, or no, 1. have 
no ſuch . evaſion, as 1s manifeſt. 

M. You: have : acquitted -your ſelf. as 
to this point, but may. not the particle; 
as Heretical, make this ſenſe that I abjure 
that do&rine as if'.it- were Heretical 
or like an Hereſi:?. As it isfaid, 1 hate hin 
as a Toad, 1 love him 'as my Father, 

"He I do not deny but that the naty- 
ral 


WL 


fal ſenſe of the-particle as ſomtimes' itm- 


plyes ſimilitude ror equality, but it 4s 
Ww 


en- it relates to different SubjeRs : 
for example let him be unto thee at 4 
heathen. But this is not our preſent 
Caſe. 


© 2M. Tſee it 18 not. 


S. Sometimes the particle 4s implyes 
the reality of a pag on. ſo; for ex- 
ample ; a paper as ſeditious was burnt, 
ſignifyes its ,*reality of being ſediti-, 
ous. be EY | wed 

M. oy give me a General Rule, 'when' 
the particle as in common ſpeech, has 
this ſecond fignification. ws 

S. The beſt Icangive you,as to our pre- 
ſent Caſe, is; it generally implies the rea- 
lity of a thing being ſo, 'as often as it 
applyes an Adje&ive to a Subſtantive, for 
the Adjefive not being able to ſtand: 
without the $«bſtartive. the particle ''as 
makes the Aadjetive fall upon the  Sub- 
ftantive. T do not diſapprove of your 
Rule,, exemplify it. ow | 
-_ $. It i$ ourpreſent Caſe.” When I ab- 
jure a DoArine as Herettcal, the particle 
as caſts the AdjeQtive Heretical, upon the 
Dofrine, which is its ſubſtantive, and 
implies the 'Do&tine to be Hererical. 

2 C M4. But 
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M. But ſhould you grant. the Particle 
«+ might imply ſim:/ituae, as it doth a rea- 
lity of being Heretica/, might I reſtrain 
it to ſimilitude? 

S. No; for in your {uppofition - the 
particle as being in its common ſenſe 
indifferent to both, 1 muſt {wear both. 

A. Why fo?.. | 

$.. Becauſe I muſt ſwear without re- 
ſervation. 

_:44;-Is it :not true, that ,words are to 
be ſworn in the ſenſe which renders the 
Law., juſt? and that a penal Law is to 
be.-1nterpreted in the moſt” favourable 
enſe ? 

.$. It Is true in ſome other Caſes, but 
not. in this where by the expreſs words 
of the Oath, all tub Mn interpretations, 
and reſervations, arc ——_ ; would 
it aot be. ridiculous, for the Law or Law- 
maker, to give me leave by uſing reſer- 
vation, to forſwear my ſelf? 

M, Methinks the word Heretical may 
ſignify material "Hereſy. 4 

$7 You tire .me out with theſe re- 
ſtriQtions, and I tell. you again 1 muſt 
{wear without any reſtriftion whatloe- 
Ver. | at 

M. 1 have a better evaſion then any 
of theſe. Ez S. You 
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S.: You are reſolved to try my pati- 

ence, "if it be'an evaſion, which Ke EX- 
preſs words afford You not, yot abjure 
it. + However I pray make it known, 
' 24.” BeE'it true pr not true, thit-rhe 
Pope. can - ablolve me from my Oath, 
be it true or not true, that the Poftrin 
of depofing is Heretical, 1 may yet ſwear 
I think' the Pope cannot abſolve me, 1 think 
that Doftrine is Heretical. __ 

S. Do not I ſwear theſe things 'ih the 
{me naturg as 7 /wmear King Charles to be 
my Lawful. King ? 1 do as is manifeſt ; 
and when I ſwear him to be fo, 'do I 
only ſwear Ithink heis my Lawful King ? 
to {wear at the Barr 7 think one pnilty, 
1s no good evidence ; to {wear that ' pre 
is guilty is a-good evidence ; by 'which 
it appears how much difference there js 
in my ſwearing /t 'is fo, and 7 think it 
is fo. Where do ' you find in the 
whole Oath, ſo muth'as the word Z 
think *\, © 7 = 0 
M." You profeſs in your Conſcience, that 
is, according to your judgment, is not 
that--as much, as to ſwear you think it 
is ſo? © 1117 "BOT 

S.' It" is -moſt- certain, my Judgment 
or Conſcience muſt- dire& me to ſwear, 

CZ otherw1le 
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otherwile my, Oath would- be: wrratio- 
nal: but this, Conſcience may :dire&me 
to {wear a Doarineto be Heyetical, may 
dire&. me to. ſear 4 think, it, is  Herett- 
cal.. which are two different things;, and 
it cannot be made. out-of the. Oath, that 
I: {wear 1 think it is. Heretical, * 

M. You have reaſon ; and you might 
refle&; how. the Oath-teachers - by this 
evaſion; without any diſpenſation from 
the Pope, keep their Alley iance at their 
own . diſpoſal, as - to ts, ee 
part... 

S. How ſo ? 

4; Becauſe it hangs upon the hinge 
of a thought Teady., to be turned any 
way. I ſwear 1 think. it.is ſo, and not 
being certain that 1t 1s, for example, that 
King, Charles is my: King, that the Do- 
Arine: of depoſing..is Heretical; in the 
next hour, upon, new Motives, I. may 
change my thought, and-. with. my 
thought my Allegiance : tor my thought 
I ſwear to, is not grounded in; a' certain- 
ty. of truth (as: A. B. ownes: in, his 3; 
letter): for were one certain of :thetruth, 
he might ſwear the things to be true 
in themſelves which, A. B, a chjef Oath- 
teacher, denys to- do. 

JS. Me 
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S. Me thinks-this-is very clear,' which 
makes me inferr moreover, that this e- 
m_ 15-4fjurious-to his Majeſty. 
M4. For what reaſon ? 
By. reaſon it ownes i do- not ſwear 
PP rue ##:;1t ſelf, that King, Charles: is my 


"Lawfut 1K1#p; ; {but that! I: think only he 
is, which includes aidoubt-of his Going 


; for."were I certain; 1 might {wear 

he is my Lawtul King: 

M. krom-\whence'do; you oferr this? 

S. Becauſe according to the Oathiſts 
ConfeMong Ido: not; {wear as irme in it 
ſelf the Dofripe of depuſing tobe Heretical. 
Now thei;words of: the Oath falling e- 
qually,.on; both, if they.do not affirm as 
true. 1n/.jt-felf the one, they do not the 
other. +: 
1 4. Am I then obliged to Goocp as true 
in it ſelf, that King. Charles is my Lanful 
Kin *? ? Te 
S. 1, am-if. the King} exaQts it ; for 1 
have as Phyſical, and ;moral evidence of 
bis? being.my King, . and: King of 'Erg- 
land, Stotland and Irelapd, as I have of 
his being: owned by. the. whole world, 
without wy: one laying claim r0 the con- 
fATY«:; hilz 76 | 

M, Haye;:not 1 the- fame evididice 
C3 that 
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that the DoQrine of depoſing * is Here- 
tical? 

S. No: I have (evidence! to: the con- 
trary, for it is evident the Church, has 
never defined 'it tobe Hererical.” A pri- 
vate\ perſon's, nor a' 'whole univerſity's, 
declaring it to be againſt the word of 
God does not make it Heretical: Let 
men:examin what the Sorbor?'s opinion 
was concerning this point in Heary the 
third,” and Henry the fourth's time, and 
of the Siege of Parzs. 

A4.”-Are you then certain the Doftrine 
of: depoſing is not Heretical ? 

$.i1am : as Lam certair/there is no 
definition of. the /Church to makeit fo; 
from- which certainty, | 1 conclude 7 cam 
ot ſo much as rationally think it Heyeth- 
cal; fr can Þ be'certain a "thing is not 
Heretical and yet  think- it | 1s « Heretzcal, 
and if | cannot think it 15 Heretical, how 
can 1 {wear it* to be Heretical, or thax 
I think it to bei ? 

M. Did not the - French Jeltiies' ſirh- 
fcribe to the . Cenfure of the depoſing 
Dottrine. as beivg' contrary fo "thy word of 
Go, 80> | Qt 

S. Whether they did or 4id not; it 
{erves- for nothing, but t0o' bring an en- 
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vy upott them. Did the) ſabſcribe the 
depofing DoQtrine was Heretical'? What 
harm for peace ſake to ſubſcribe an ©o- 
pinion? &id . they declare the oppoſite 
"opinion to be- an Article of Faith, did. 
they ſwear, the opinion to be Hereti- 
cal ; did they {ubſcribe that opinion, a- 
oy more than as an opinion, and by way 
of opinion? 

M., You have faid. a great deal, and 
no more than what 1s true, draw your 
concluſian from what has been faid. 

$. It is : that T can neither ſwear 
the Doctrine of depoſing. to be Heret#cal ; 
nor, that 7 chink it to he Heretical, as ha- 
'ving a. certainty 1t is not Heretical. | 
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Another evaſion anſwer'd, 


M. [* the firſt place, I conjure you 
to" lay aſide all Logical School- 
Terms, and ſubtleties, and clear the dif- 
ficulty {> (as I may fay) that a Gentle- 
man reading it, before he goes a Hun- 
ting, may underſtand it. 
S. I can do no more, than promiſe the 
beſt of my endeavour. 
M, The 
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M. The eyaſion is, that this Propdſi- 


tions. A Prince excommunicated or deprived 


by the Pope may be depoſed or murdered by 


bis Subjects, or any one whatſoever, i Here- 
tical, Therefore I may ſwear it to be 
© Refetical. 

- *'$.. This propoſition, as being expoſed 
_to Quibbles, 15 Not proper to be {worn 
-by every Iciot, who muſt perfeQly un- 


 derſtand what he ſwears to, or he expo-. 


{es himſelf to Perjury. 

4. Is it not clear: that it 1s Heretical to 
lay-a Prince excommunicated may be 
murthered ? 

**,$. Grant it is, how comes the propo- 
ſition, ſaying, A Prince excommunicated 
may be depoſed, to be Hererical. Who has 

defined it {o to be ? 

M. The pr opoſition, as. affirming both 

BE to be 'awful, is Heretical. 

S. That is not the ſenſe of the propo- 
fitzon, bur.to the.truth of it, is required, 
that zhe propoſition ſaying one, ar the other 
to te Jawful, be Heretical : and the proPpo- 
fition, {aying the! one, that. is, Depoſing, 
is. not Herettcal ? 

_ Pray clearit alittle better if you can. 

- It is clear, by the words themſelves; 
for by the words of the Oath, I do not 
| {wear 
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fwear the propoſition, ſaying, 4 Prince 
excommunicated may be depoſed and muy- 
thered, but may be depoſed or murthered, 
to be Heretical, which in the common 
way of ſpeaking are wholly different. B 


the firſt is ſworn, to teach the Lawfulneſs 


of both together to be Hererzical ; and the 
Lawfulneſs of both together, implying 
Murthering to be lawful, is truly Heretical, 
By the ſecond is ſworn, to teach Lawful- 
neſs. of the one, which is of Depoſing, or 
the other, that is Murthering, to be Here- 


. this caſe, a63he exp eſs words afford you, 


according to whic 
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- ning what'is Hereſy appertaining to-the 
- Catholick Church, and not toa Proteſtant 
Parliament. "The ſecond, ' Aud It do make 
this Recognition and Acknowle ment; hear- 


tily, willinely and truly, upon t Faith of a 
Chriſtian, ſo help me God, "= 


—_— 
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CHAP. VII if is nh 
of the Promiſſory part 'of the Oath. 
£0 


He Afertory 'part' of the dai, 2 
is it any part of Alegiqnce ? ob 
S. It isnot. he, 
pt Then the greateſt part of this Oath, | or 
is intitle& from Allegiance, contains Alt» | to 
fines as the'leaſt part of it. Ni 
-$.-You fay no more than what [have { 
often anſwered. From which you may i! 
infer, that by the Oath, ſomething ore 1 
ay Allegiance was intended! > d 
2. Is it not a part-of Allegiance to aG- n 
knowledge yo ur King 9 e 
' 8. It is nopart of Allegience to acknivy- P 
tedg Him'by a thought,” and 'a- Fearing , 
7 think 5 1 bat it is to acknowledge'Him t 
by A promiſſory Oath of Alegiamee, which 
&s acertainty of. His being ray true | 
Kims. M. Are 


without betraying 


(43) 


"Are you you ready to {year all the 
promiſſory rt of the Oath ? 
-'$/'Fam,''except only the promiſe of 


diſcovering whatis contained by Law, un- 


der the word Treaſon; which [cannot do 
my Religion, and he 
thar' will be a Traytor to: his Religion, 
upon the like Motives will be a Traytor 
to his Kizg. | 
MM. What are thoſe things? 

S. They are. Firſt ro maihtain or ex- 
colt Authority -in- the See of ' Rome, the 
2. the 1s high trealon, 5. Eliz.'1. 24.0 
obtain or put'ir6 ure any Bull from Kome, 
high'treaſon; #3 Els. 2: Thirdly; for Jefitit 
or Prieft made*by Aurhority of the Pope, 
to comme or refivin in the King's Domi- 
niotk high treaſon 2.7 Eliz.'7$. xtbly. roper- 
Evade, or reconcile or to-be reconciledto 
the Roman Religion, High theaſor.'23 EVE. 
1: 3i Facob."4. for this laft Barnet was con- 
dermned' few | years finte;,* #hd feveral 
meenly for being Priefts have lately been 
_ 'S&' yr thoſe Laws ire yet in 

_ v5 

"14. Do' you then think the aforefail 
things are vgoity d by the” word Trea- 
oth?” 

'$ Howebn'Tthink ochehy iſt ? forthe 
ſignification 
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Hignification' of words, -1s taken from. the 


wall of men, they beinginglifferentoof cheig 
_- own nature..to lignity, any,ching,. and; the 
will of men;cannot. be,;more clearly-ex- 
prefied thag-by their. Laws: 1o that the 
.moſt, certain; l; {1gnificatipn, of a word; is 
- what it hath by Law. This is fo eridews 
#hac no Phuloſopher, no divine, -no Law- 
ver, ever yet called it in queſtion. Ber 
ſides is it no-gaade a diffinf member from 

iracies?, 
we I have heard _ fay, to be Priefts, 

and:the like, are but Spiritual Treaſons. 

WY, Spirirgp Treaſons that hang a; man 
Fey y-i' Are Spiritual Freaſons, Trea- 

S OT; no? 1s not this an.evahion?-and 
Are. not, all evaſions abjured? - beſides. all 
Spiritual power in oppolition, to. the Pope 
being by the Law of the Nation ſexled 
in. the King. as part of his Tipht,- as; it;l$ 
treaſon $0..9wn extern power. oppolit to 
his, right in remporals, - {> is it nog treaſon 
according tothe Law, |to own the Popes 
power oppolit ; to. his right in his Spiri- 
tuals? the common ſenſe of the word 
Treaſon,. can it. be better, derived, than 
irpm. the, common jLaw' ? ...” 

. But doth not King Fames declare, 
has? he cntends nothing! by, the Qath os 
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the ſecuring [himſelf from the- depoſing 
power, and the dangerous principles en4 
ſuing from it, and that he exatts nothing 
bub a civil Alegrmnce? 1 0 

$.,: Under ſuch a pretence, might not I 
as well be {worn to renounce the Pope; 
and; thy Religion; as be bound to takean «+ 
unlawful Oath ? - would not | that fecure 
him as. much. as' the Oath?: The: greateſt 
ſecurity he could: have he might have had 
by a promiſſory Oath of never following, 
that opinion ; this never wasdeny*'d him, 
nor - Will be: deny'd his Succeffours ; his 
reſervation of civil Allegiance is excluded 
by the expreſs words-of the Oath, which 
he himſelf obliges me'to ſwear to. Would 
It not argue a ſtrange power to:-grant me 
leave to {wear to. an:Interpretation, . and 
by the ſame. Oath to exclude it? 

' M.. Cannot:then'-the Law-maker di: 
penſe 1n; bis owaa&?: il wo, 
-$.:He may diſpenſe with me from ta- 
king the Oath, but* ſuppoſing the Law, 
by. his.order or permiſſion; : -1nforces the 
Oath; -upon me,” the Law-maker, cannot 
diſpenſe with: rhe to ſwear in'a different 
lenſs from what-the.expreſs: words bear} 
Nay doth not the Law-makers' _— 
an-[Interpretation,..own:the unlawfulneſs 
M. Have 


ot-the expreſs words ? 
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_ » Md. Haveyou on thing elſc to inftanco 
for what you ſay? - 
$. I have, if you will be oleaſed conell 
me, how the charge of the Attorney. Ge- 
neral runs againſt a Prieft, condemned 
purely for Prieft-hood. 
- AM. Forasmuch as I have been able: to 
ther out: of the Trials of ſuch as: have 
|_ condemned, the charge runs'thtis! 
As a falſe Traitor to our Soveraign Lord 
the King. 
- $. So that one for being a Prieft, :ac- 
— to Law, 1s a falſe: Traitor,” that 
lty of Treefon : And, conſequently, 
I fo wearing to diſcover all Treaſon {wear 
to diſcover all Priefts to ſome Informer, 
and to concur with the intent, and title 
of the Aftof Parhameat to the diſcovering 
and ſuppreſſing —_— Recaſants, Whatcan 
be thought of more repugnant to faith ? 
M. You am _ _—— to' this 
point, yet 1 have one demand to Ee 
$. Whar.is that ? | ge? 
yo You know divers miſled, ſome for 
intereſt, ſome- for other ends, ſome for 
want of due RefleQtion have taken the 


Oath, are they-rheretore: bound to diſco- 


ver all Prieſts ? 
8. "_ no ore than Herod was oblis. 


.ged 
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goo to cutoff ' St. Fohn's head. - The rea- 
on is that ſuch a diſcovery being unlaw- 
ful and damnable ia it {elf, anOath which 
is: facred/aQt of Religion, ..cannot be a 
bond of iniquity, and oblige me to what 
is unlawful. ::- :: ka 36 

M,' 1 am'iready to ſublicribe, that: you 
have made good the unlawtulnefs of 'the 
Oath. Firlt by reaſon of the title of Par- 
liament exaQing It ; 2. For want of tr«thb 
in all the clauſes of the aflertory part: 
3. For want of J-/#+ce in the abuſe of the 
promiſſory part. Laſtly, for want of xe- 
cofſity ; there being a neceſſity under a 
grievous. ſin, | as the Pope declares, - for 
the not taking it. P15 01 | 

"8. 1 could not fail of your approbati- 
oft of what I: learned of.you. 


CHAP. IX. 
Of the Pope's prohibition of the Oath of 


Allegtapce., 
2M.YS not the Pope our Soveraign Judg 
& ia Spirituals ? hes Ms 
S, Yes: as our King in Temporals. 
AM. Why am I rather to obey the Pope 
in 


(48) 
. Ing it ? 
S. Becauſe the lawfulneſs or unlawful- 
neſs of an. Oath, as'a point of Conſcience, 
lies within the verge, not of a Temporal, 
but of a Spiritual Juriſdiftion. 
M. Hath not the King the right t 
tender an Oath of Allegiance ? 
© $. He has, but this Oath.contains miuch 


more than Allegiance in it, which renders 


it unlawful: 
AM. Hath the 'Pope no Prerogative a- 
bove other Judges ? ui 
S. Yes, according to the general ſen- 


tence of Catholicks, he has that of Infalli- 


bility in points of DoCtrine. 
M. Do you hold the Pope Infallible ? 
$S. I do, but not as an Article of Faith, 
becauſe it has never been defined by a ge- 
_ Council, though I judge it defina- 
C 
M. In what degree then do you hold 
it ? 
S. I hold, it with a great certainty : not 
being able to doubt of the contrary. For, 
who can think the Rock ean fall? who 
can judge efficacious Chriſt's prayer for 
Peter, that his Faith might not fail? who 
can imagin that the ſpirit of Infallibili- 


t's 


in refuſing the Oath than the King in tas 
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bY which -aſſiſts the whole ''Chuteh , 

ould abandon the Head-of it? + who 
can {tirniiſe! that: Chrift-who tenderd his 
Church above his own Life, ſhould per- 
mit. ts Paſtor; not to feed' it, but to _ 
ſon; it With falſe: Doftrine*: 5 4 244 
- -M. Imbſtinterrupt you, for know you 
might, and would fay much more as to-this 
point, and ſolve the difficulty to:the con- 
trary.; but you. have faid! enough to infer 
that if ſubmiſſion be. due to wan, 6+ A 
ges: Who: ate Fallible; it is: without; doubt 
due to the Pope, who has too much reaſon 
to be judged Infallible. But not to*brang 
more '1nto: Diſpute, than 'what purely 
congerns the- Oath, ſuppoſing him as Fal- 
lible-as; other Judges, | is he not to be 
Obeyed? -:: 
 $..The: caſe: being: ſuppoſed equal, if 
he may be:diſobeyed in points-of Conſci- 
ence, ''why-may- not * ſecular . Judges be 
diſobey'd in'Temporalls, and: {0/adue all 
Government ahd Loyalty. : 
+. Ms Though, Judges : be ſuppoſed Fal- 
lible, are not - private perions as fallible 
as they ? ;; - 

'S. Muchimore Fallible, as being byasd 
by Intereſt, . Paſſion, and Engayoaegnte 
which' are not ſo- incident to: Judges. . 

D M. W bar 
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af. What if a Judge be miſinformed, 
doth his ſentence hold? 

Si His ſentence holds until ſuch time as 
that ſentence be repealed, either by him- 
ſelf better informed, or by a | Superi- 
our Authority. If a private _ pre- 
tence of mifnformation, could render a 
ſeritence void, what mer would 
hold ? might not every Plaintif or defen- 
dant. who is :caſt, always pretend mifin- 
formation, and would not this be toplace 
every private perſon above the. Judge ? 
 2.'May one be Judge in his' own 

WY. ! 
'8:-In;ſome Caſes he not only may: -be,but 
muſt. be Judge, and to deny it is to 
Authorize all: Rebellion. Has not the 
—_— to judge in points concern- | 
is. Prerogative, and to ſuppreſs Re- 
bellion? to pretend he cannot,"is it not 
to. place another * judge | over! the Sus 
prem ? You will ſay the judge is apart + 
he is {o ;. but. head,  and* governs the 
whole. Were 'it not ro''unchaie' the 
Pope to fay he cannot be Judge 1 in ſpi- 
Tituals, becauſe a _ ? he is'a part, but 
the: ruling part ; he is the head of the 
©hurch, and as fuch ought co-be obey» 
ed. Conſul the Canon, and Civil rl 
-— —— 
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and you will find they both defeat that 
pretence. For the cauſe of the Church 
or the ftate, wherein 'the Epiſcopal or 
Royal Authority is concerned, is not ter- 
med a private or perſonal cauſe of the 
man who is Biſhop or King, and for that 
reaſon, doth nat ground an excluſion of 
that ſame man to judge in it. | 
' 24. You having premiſed what is ne- 
ceſſary, and evidently true, and what it 
behooves ſecular Princes to maintain as 
well as the Pope; I pray come to the 
Popes Breves condemning the Oath, how 
many. are they, and of what nature ? 

S. They are four ; Three of Paw! the 
Fifth, and one of Urban the eighth, 
Paul the: Fifth given in the year 1606 
ſets down the Oath word by word ;' 
and, neving Wed notice of ſeveral other 
things in the: a&t enjoyning the Oath, 
condemns 'the Oath as containing things 
contrary to faith; which Breve, direQed 
to: the Engliſh Catholicks, was delivered 
to Mr. Blackwel then Arch-Prieſt ; who, 
notwithſtanding his inclination to the 
contrary, accepted it, and divulged it ; 
by which it became ſo publick;- that K. 
James himſelf owned it to be the Popes, 
and asfuch inſerted it word by word in his 

\- D 2 an{wer 
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anſwer- to it;z-10 that 'it could :not be 
ouberd whether' it were the Popes or 
Learned men in, /*aly, ,France, and 
Spain employed their pens .in che defence: 
of :jr:, , The year after, it being-ipretens+: 
ded that the Breve was ſurreptitious and 
bs mis-informed; the Pape ih-a ſecond 
reve condemns -1t again ;after-/ong and. 
ſerious dehiberation, -and being, pertealy 
4 ormed: as he declares and ex certa ſcien; 
ti4. ,.;This alſo though with 'the ſame! 
unwillingneſs was publiſhed by. Mr, Black-- 
meg but her; being, depoled- for taking! 
the Oath a nd. . George, Birket made 
Argh+ -Prieft ; in, bis place3 Birketypubliſh- 
ed them abſolutely, ' as did;-alſþ;, Doftor! 
Worthington, - Aſſiſtant -of! 7the - Arch- 
Def as- alſo..a third of Paglrthe fifth. 
lins the facuities of ſugh,-as held'or 
Ko the - Oath.; - Preſtons; : books in; 

favour of the Oath, Printed theane:161 1: 
the other 1613. were, bythe, ſame Pope 
condemned 1614: ; for all ;theſe:;Breves: 
there, wanted nat ſome, as the\faid Pres 
{ton and others, ' animated by-that Pres+ 
byterian Arch-Biſhop Abbot in;the Clink, 
(See Ruſhworth, 1 om. I, Anno 1626, pag. 
241, 2.42.) Who Writ for- the.) Oath; 
vhith torced Urban the 8. to- give out 
54 another 
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another Breve in condemnation- of - the 
Oath, and. confirmation, of; his Predeceſ- 


Jours Breves, which was publiſhed by:Ri- 


fhop Smith. Could more be.done! by the 
Sea Apoſtolick to require a due obedience ? 
M. Notwithſtanding all you have ſaid, 


the Oath teaches flatly defy the \ pub- 


lication of rheſe Breves, F 
$. Their denyal muſt be made. out-; 
the contrary being clear by Originals, 
it beingþa, Maxim in Law, preſumitnur fatt- 
un quod debuit fieri, what ought to be-done 


'#s to be preſumed done, 


M. It-is ſaid the Pope was mis-inform'd ; 
and it isprov'd thus, the word mmurthering, 
inthe Latin verſion of the Oath preſented 
to the Pope, is Tranſlated occidere. tv kill. 

S. And what then ? the Engliſhing 
out of Scripture the word oz ocirdes, thou 
ſhalt not murther, is it to misinform the 
people'of Gods command ? why then the 
Latining the word to. mzwrther, occidexe, 
mis-informs his "Holineſs ; can any one 
think the word, occidere, ppl yea to the 
facred perſons of Kings,can fignify Chance- 
medley: if .;not, irrimplyes an arlavfit 
killing ; which is. murthering : and donot 
the Oath-Teachers themſelves, term..the 

Dodrine 'of pmurthering, King -killng Dodl- 
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rine? and ſarely they will grant, 0ccide- 
re, {ignifies to kill. Another objeQtion 
is that the Popes firſt Breve, on which 
the others are grounded runs thus. Give 
cunt ita fint, ſatis vobis ex upſis werbis per- 
ſpeftam eſſe debet, quod hujuſmodi furamen- 
tum. ſalva fide Catholics, & ſahite animaruns 
vetrarum preſtari non poteſt,cum miults con- 
tineat que fidet & ſaluti aperte adver ſantur. 

S. Pray Engliſh theſe words. 

M. The Pope having ſet down the 
words of the Oath, ſays, which things be- 
ing fo : out of the words themſelves, it muſt 
be well enough known to you, that this Oath 
without prejudice of Catholick faith, and 
ſalvation } your ſouls cannot be taken, fee- 
ing it contains many things, which are 1e- 
"ifs ly repugnant to fark and ſalvation. 

- What is there in all this to except 
againſt ? 

M. It ſeems not to. be true, that the 
Oath, contains many things, which are thua- 
ifeftly repugnant to faith and ſalvation. 
+8, The Pope fays it is true, that'the 
Oath contains niany things contrary tofaith > 
the Oath-Teachers ſay, it-is not' true + 
Is not this as 'pood as to Cog the 
Pope, who is Judge, to make good 'his 
words? can a petty Lawyers ill _ 

- 
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ed opinioft free me from the obedience 
due to the Judges ſentence ? is it not 
againit :faith for aſecular Proteftant pow- 
er 0 place'it felf inthe Chair of the 
Church, to decide fpiritual points ? I it 
not againſt faith to comply with that 
power, much more to iwear tr power 
to be a lawful one? I it not-againſ faith 
to {wear a thing to be Heretical, which 
is not? Is it not repugnant to faith, to 
diſcover all Prieſts comprehended under 
the common ſenſe of the word T reafon ?'$0 
that were we not obliged to ſubmit to the 
Pope as Judgezdoth not reaſon cotnpel us? 


COWS 
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CONCLUSION. 


M. Ru if after all this; I think the' 
Oath to be Lawful, . may not. 
I take it? | | 

S, No, Becauſe ſuch a thought can, 
not be well grounded, for it neither hath 
Authority nor Reaſon to rely upon. *_ 

M. How ſthall I know that my thought” 
is well grounded ? RI, 

S: 'By exatnining whether it be nos; 
a -faſh-one, proceeding from enggge-, 
ment, paſſion, or in con{deration of Wha 
Mit th D 4 is 
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is {aid to the, cantrary, and b diſcuſſing 
the certainty of the thing/I ſwear unto. 
For,..if-l have. not-a Moral : certainty of 
what, I am to {wear, 1 cannat- rationally 
apply. God's | veracity. tothe affirming 
of what doubt of. 

M, 1 Fray .you deſcend ito a particu- 
lar, can I {wear Innocent the 11. is 
Pope? 1 

,S.:\Yes: becauſe 1 have a moral cer- 
tainty of it ;' as 1 have of my King be- 
ng.) King. 

M, But he may..chance not to be bap- 
Gzed, and ſo be no Pope. Conlidering the 
natural cauſes, there is a poſſibility of it,but 
the pure poſſibility of a thing affords me 
no ground to think it is or it 1snot: and 
therefore weakens not the certainty | 
have.char it is. 

"2M, Have, not. the Jeſaits in France 
ſubſcribed to the like Oath ? +, 

S. Never; and: had the ſixteen who 

ſhbſcribed ſome. other propoſitions done. 
it what would it have ſignify'd - againſt 
Dp judges ſentence. ? Would, it not be 

of, ant for one caſt in Changery, OT An 
her, her, Court,. Wy et the opinion of ſome 
We againſt rhe Judges, [eng@gCe, An 
AK-.£0..caIt Ry 
: _ i 5 """ Did 
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-' 24, Did not the Jeſuits ſubſcribe th 
the Dotirine of '\depoſung was wicked, CO. 
traty\to the word' of God, | &c. 51116 
' 8. They ſubſoribed- to: the! condemna- 


tion of Santarellus, whoſe book contain'd 


more then that. But grant-they did, 
did they fivear 'to what they. ſubſcri- 
bed ? and is not more certaifity requi- 
red to an Oath, then to a ſubſcription? 
and could a ſubſcription of ſixteen \oſain 
make it Heyetica!? It is not enough fora 
private ſpirit to fubſcribe that it is cox- 
trary'to the word of .God' to make it 'He- 
retical : but; the' Church "muſt ' define! it 
to ibe contrary to the word” of "God, 
which it never yet has done. l, 
M. Is not the French Oath of Alle- 
giance the ſame: with the Enghſh'? - 
$. No, as will appear by the French 
Oath turned into Engliſh. But firſt you; 
know full well, that in the year '16r5 
the rhird ſtate of France, 'in' which the 
Hugonot party was very ſtrong, /propol-- 
ed an Oath;: much like to our Engliſh: 
Oath of | Alegianc-. But what was the if-: 
ſue ?- the other two chief ſtates,tthe 470+: 
bility and' Clergy rejeted-it.as pernitionry: 
caufe of $chiſm,” and the open gate to He-" 
reſy': as you may: read in«Kihg-James his: 
V LoL Preface 
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Preface to his declaration-fot the right 
of . Kings, fer forth '3n French in the 
{ame year, and in the Eloqueat Oration 
of Cardinal Peron, made if the Cham- 


ber of the third late, in the, name of 


all the Nobility and Clergy of France, 
and afterwards ſent to gut Soveraign 
ens. James: in which Oration-the'Car- 
dinal affirms that the 'third ſtate enjoyn- 
ing the ſaid Oath, hatl' their . Lefſlon 
given them from. England. | 
AM. I pray you give me-the French Oath 
in 'Englith, for I perceive whatever-was 
ated 1n France, as to the depoſing'Pow- 
er; haply concluded in 'it. And [the 
Oath-Teachers uſed to fay it was the 
fame with the Engliſh. 3k 
$. The Oath runs thus. I ſwear: on 
the moſt holy and-{acred name of God, 
and promiſe to your Majeſty, that I ſhall 
be as long as 1live, a faithful Subjetand 
ſervant, and ſhall procure unto :you all 
{ervice and good to your Kingdom, as 
much-as I am able, thai I never will be 
preſerit in-any Council orventerpriſe -to 


the" prejudice:.of the ſame dad that; if 


any thing come to my» kavwledge ' of 


this kind,-I will make- it known:to your: 


Majeſty, 'and fo - help: me mtgdns % 
| oly 
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holy Goſpel. ''An Oath of this Texour 
none'can refuſe to his 'Majeſty, and we 
are all bound to'take it. 1 

AM. But one requeſt more 1 have'toinake 
1» how cones it topaſs that the Pope's 
laration binds to'a colmplyancein/tiot 
ing 'the Oath, even with the 1o of 
Liberty, Life, and Fortuiies, nouy. Pom 
precepts of 'the Chitch do not oblige 
with ſo much Ripour ? BY. 00 

S. The Cafe is clear, it 13 becauſe the 
Law of God 'oblipes me not to'take anun- 
lawful Oath, 'the Law of God is in- 


_diſpenſable: now the Pope in the preſeric 


Caſe, as beitig Gods Vicar a&s the part 


of Moſes, and declares my (obligation of 
not taking the' Oath to be a'part of God's 


Law: from which it foHows, 'it is indt- 
fpenſable. On the contrary, the Prect 
of 'the Church are diſpenfable by 1 
56wer that EnaCtted them, 'and ome 

t to ſo much mconveniency, as the 
forfeiture of Lives and Fortunes. 

M. But have not the Etrours-of other 
Popes been ' preſſed upon yon, as of N#- 


that nejther Pa the fifth, nor Urban the 
Eiphith is more lofallible than they ; and 
thr if the Breves of others may-pab un- 
obſerved, ſo may theirs. S. And 
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thor of that 'ObjeQion, for the ;Anlwer | 
to Bellarmin, from whom, he Engliſhed 12 ſy 
They ſpoke as private;,men;their | Opini- | , 
ons, exatted no Obedience, and; there- | 4, 
fore were nqt.abeyed., .Let him produce | 
a, Precedent/in, the Church if he, can, of | ;; 
Obedience denyed to;two Popes, ..iluing | T 
no leſs. than 4 Breves upon, the ſame | © 
point, and exaCting a Compliance under | To 
Eternal Damnation. , This 15 the preſent} 
caſe, but.no more; there is,no dealing | q, 
with priyate Spirits expreſled -in/ their | 7 


Words, if 1; know whut 1 know better thay | C: 
the Pope .can tell: me, le p bake my ſelf, 
The Will Rules; Reaſon hath little place, 
F conclude, humbly begging, my Reader | 
to. peruſe, more than once, this InſtruQtis | p, 
.0n.; and then to judge wha of the two are | p; 
hetter: grounded in Principles: of Loyal: hi 
ty, Government, / and Religion; the re- 
fuſers, or..the teachers'of. the Oath of 4 
Alleglangeny ft bog only; 

;-: The, Oath-teachers,. delude thar. King | ., 
and Magifrates; for | Firſt, they (declare 
they only ſwear their. Opinion, and thei 
changea le Opinion, can. be no: Alleg- 
ance.. . 2/y. they only {wear againſt, the | þ, 
Popes ſpiritual. Authority of Depoling 
wy pemes 4 yr 8 SEES, 


2. 


(6r) 
and not '/his) Temporal” atinexed 'to' it 5; 
nor of any other Prince! '3/1\Where they: 
ſwear: they deteſt 'the DoQtin 'of Depo-- 
ſing or - Murdering, ' as Impioas and Here-' 
tical; they mean only Similitude, and $i-- 
militudeinchiding diſtinAion; they make' 
1t neither to be Heretical nor Impious. 
Though the Doftrin of Murdering be ab- 
ſolutely both Impious and Heretical. 4/. 
They Swear to diſcover all Treaſons, that 
ſhall come to their knowledg ; but they 
do not mean all Treaſfons, declared by 
Law ſo to be, nor the knowledge had by 
Confeſſion. _5/y. When they fay they 
{wear without any Reſervation whatſo- 
ever, they except the forementioned Re- 
ſtrigions. Laſtly, when they Swear the 
Pope cannot Authoriſe any Forreign 
Prince to invade, &c. They do not mean 
he cannot implore their Armies, and 
delay them to Invade in caſe of Per- 
ecution. 
What then doth this Oath of Allegi- 
come to, as they {wear it? 

.. The Refuſers of the Oath, are ready to 
{wear his Majeſty to be their lawful King, 
and by conſequence all due Allegiance to 
him ; they are ready to ſwear they will 
never Teach or follow the DoQtrin of De- 

poling 
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poſing; they I arthy i 
Majeſty what ever ( oy Aurorng 
, that: x6 bp | 


Beſt Oath, 
Z Catholick King ao Re nl 
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The Appendix. 

| M. Hat if the Pope ſhould 
VV command you to ſwear 

the Depoſmg Doftrine 
to 'be an Article of Faith, and the Oath 
to be Lawful.- 
 S. I ſay be is not to be obeyed; be 
being ſubordinate to God, who forbids me_. 
to Bow without the requiſites to a Law> 
fl-Qath ; ard, in this Cafe, T ſhogld be 
as far from the : requifit of certainty of 
what T were \commanded to ſwear, as 1 
am certain, that Dettrine is no Article 
of Faith, res 

M. I that Cafe the Pope would de 
clare 'it is @f Article of Eh, who are 
we to belierve; the Pope or God, 

' $. This bis declaration would be as 
ved as the Parliament's is in declaring 
# is Heretical: it being a certainty that 

if 
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it is neither Heretical, nor an Article 


of Faith. 6h 
M. You, ſeem then to FR that the 
Pope can declare the Depoſmg Doftrin to 
be..an Article.\ of Faiths.;” whereas) in a 
Coutroverſy. whether it fe of no, -it belongs 
to, the Pope. to decide it 
1..'S., Where there-is a Controverſy -m 
Point that is meerly Spiritnal, . 4 4 | 
aps to. ſtand to the Pope's Deciſuon ; but as 
to 76 eve of. Depoſmg, it is neicher meer- 
ly Spiritual, yur, / in Controverſy, it being 
certain, it\ is m4 Article of, Faith againſt 
gy certainty the Pop e cannot declare, 
M. Ira) _ Your ſelf alittle.bete 


__ 


S. "The Point im C ontroverly Jetwemn | 


Dope and. King, is not whether the Do#F- 
re of. Depoſing be Heretical, or a Ar- 
ricle of Faith, For it is: certain, it is nei- 
ther; for, where the Conteſt on both fides 
is Lawful, neither the.oue cantbe an Article 
A Faith, nor.the other Hexetical; | as is 


 manife eſt; 
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manifeſt 3 the'controverſie betiveen them is 
this... T he Doetrme of depoſmg, grounds. 
a Title os Right to depyſe Kms in caſe of | 
Hereſy and revolt from the Church.” !\....\, 

T he ' Doftrine of notzdepoſing, grounds. 
an oppoſite right ; both theſe rights . are,, 
Temporalities, as ts clear ;, the contrgver- 
ſy is, which of the two Pretenders to Right) . 
hath Right of bis fide, Pope or Kang 5, (1 

I ſay, they are beth Parties, both, 


Supreme. . Judges, neither can 'decide : it, 


belongs t0 the whole Church, ' if to. any; 
to do it ; and till that be done, each par- 
ty may oblige their ſubje&s in Temporals 
to ſtand for their Right, but cannot ob- 


lige them to ſwear as a certainty the 


DoEtrine on which it is grounded either 
to be Heretical, or an Article of Faith. 
M. But fhould an Oath be tendered, 
either for the depoſins Defrine it's being 
Heretical, or an Article of Faith : to 
Þborh would it belong to judge of the Laws 
fulneſs, or Unlawfulneſs of it ? 
E oy 
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S. IT anſwer, it is already judged of 
by Gods Law, as it is that T cannot 
ſana white is black ; to declare it un- 
lawful belongs to the Spiritual ( ourt ; ant 
Oath being an A of Religion, if true ; 
a" Sacriledge, if falſe ; nor doth fuch a 
Judgment mcroach upon the right of ei- 
their Party, neither Party having right 
to 4 falſe Oath ; and, though the Pope 
as to the Rig bt of depoſong, be a pare 
ty, as to the Pain of the Oy of 
te Oath, be- is Judge. 
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The Catechiſt Catechiz'd : 


O R:*- 


LOYALTY 'ASSER TED, 


IN A 


Letter to a Father of the Society, cc. 


Reverend Father, 


don,& their Nepotiationthere in the 
month of Apr//, 1678. wrought as 
different impreſſions in the minds 
of men, 'as was their affection or difaf- 
fetion towards them. _ The Roman Ca: 
tholicks thought them innocent,” others 


| ; HE Aſſembly of your fathers in Zox- 


believed them Criminal ; ſome faulted 


their ill Principles, but clear'd them from 
the ill EfeQts with which they ſtood 
charged ; Bat all men admired (in that 
period) the great Juſtice and Wiſdom 
of God, who, to put an Everiaſting Curſe 
upon depoſing and murthering DoQrine, 
was pleaſed. to let pals a ſeverity upon 
ſome deſcendents from. thoſe Anceſt- 
ors, Who by advancing unwarrantable 
DoQrines, had wrought amongſt us the 

E 3 diſtur- 


diſturbance both of Church and State ; 
for this was but an Effe& of the fowre 
Grapes their Fathers had eaten. 

Ar their next . aſſembly Triennial, 
which was at Ghezt in the month of F«- 
ly, 1681, the world was big with Ex- 
pectation of ſome publick AQ or deed, 
whereby their whole Province . ſhould 
renounce and difown thoſe fatal Princi- 
ples ; the ſmartof which themſelves, and 
others for their ſakes, had fo lately felt ; 
and long f{ince the. whole Maſs of Ro- 
man. Catholicks from the moſt Execra- 
ble Powder-Plot to this day. This *twas 
thought by many would be the only 
Salve. to. all our Soar's, would ſweeten 
the Temper of the Government now ex- 
aſperated, and ſet them, and all of us 
right -1n the opinion of all good men. 
But, alas! all ' our hopes are taded; for 
Not only before this laſt Aſſembly both 
Manuſcript and: printed Libels were dil- 
perſed amonglt their Contidents, againſt 
the Oath of Alezzance, but even . then, 
by comman vote of the Conſult a Pe- 
remptory Dceerze was made againſt it ; 
ancecedent to which an - Inveetive by 
way, of a Catechiſm was ſet forth with 
an ,artifice fit to .jmpoſe upon the: weak 
and Yliterate. The 
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The firſt care of the | Catechiſt 'is 'to 
rack the words of the Oath,ftretching them 
beyond all-ſenſe or reaſon, fo to raiſe a 
ſtorm. of | ſeruples in the minds of his 
readers, -and caſt a (miſt: to offuſcate 'the 
cleareſt light imaginable. ' What can be 

more clear or Tranſparent 'to the mean- 
_ eſt, Capacity. than _the 'Exordium of 
this Oath ? and what can-be; more _un- 
happily. wreſted and diſtotted from it's 
plain and-. common ſenſe then it is by 
this Catechiſt?, Take an Eflay. The Oath 
| begins thus,'/ 4. B. do» truly and. ſincerely 
acknowledge; profeſs, teitify and declaye int 
my Conſcience before God and the world 
that our 'Soveraian Lord the King is law- 
ful and rightful King \of this Realm, and 
of; ath. other his Majeſty's Dominions. and 
Countries. - i ys | 

. Would you: imagin he could ſtick at 
this? .yet 1{0-it 15, and theſcruple is, that 
by theſe ,words'the King's right in lieu 
of. bang aſſerted: is brought into Queſti- 
0Nn, - (certainly. either he or the Law-ma- 


kers were ſtrangely out ; for, doubtleſs 


their delign -was to put it out of all 
Queſtton)- the: reaſon given is, becauſe 
ayes he, To teſtify and declare, as diitintt 
from the other words, is to bear witneſs, 

E 4 and 
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and 'as it were to att the part''of 4 Fudge 
in learing a/thing not ſo well "known ; and 
fs it not to: queition the right of a King 
Fa' call the (yubjet and ſwear 'him a Wit- 
peſs of it'?: Reverend Father, I now give 
you: only a" Taſtrof bis ſcruples, reſer- 
ving both this:and the reſt with their 
anſwers, until Fmeet 'them in their Or- 
der;-and therefore' at preſent :ſhall only 
put this' queftion to you, whether 1n 
reaſon the Oath'ought to be: refuſed for 
{ach} wretched Conſtruftions- as this is? 
and::whar Oarh' can- be deviſed, againſt 
which-a- Thoufand ſuch exceprions may 
fot:be: urg'd ? | 
.. His next concern is to fix in the mind 
of--his: Diſciples a: CharaCfter of his Loy- 
alty ; but, '1n'. Yerms fo General, ſo E- 
quivocal, that the Oath he offers-to ſwear 
by may be'-taken, the King 'may be 
gepolſed and -murthered by -the ſwearer, 
and! yet ng man perjured: His/words are 
biithes '1n which lorks' the: Fox: of Equi- 
vocation: ;  ler's beat a buſh'and try- if 
V'e/- can, unkennel him:.In the end 
of: iis: book, The refufcrs; fays'he, of the' 
Oath are ready to {wear his: Majeſty to 'be 
roetr: Lawfl »Kings » Very well; but how 
Iang.ſhall he be their Lawful: King ? a-. 

= | ny 
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ny longer then the Pope will allow him 
to bef ? * Clearly no ; For, fince they 
refuſe to 'retiounce and abjure his depo- 
ſing Power, he is but.a precarious King ; 
the Pope may depoſe . him, (as he has 
attempted upon'others) he 'may abſolve 
his SubjeRs from their on pct engaged 
to him by this Cobweb ' Oath ; nay, 
he may by his Breves or Bulls Excom- 
municate his. Subjes in -Caſe they per- 
ſevere to obey him; (for this is no-new 
thing in the World) and he may alſo 
declare all this to' proceed from his Spi- 
ritual Power,” of which the Pope (if we 
may credit 'this Catechift).is ſole Judpe, 
from whom' there is no appeal, as ap- 
pears from his Nineth Chapter. Is'not 
this to Equivocate and ſport with 
the" Crowns and lives of Princes ? He 
proceeds in his Mock-Oath thus: The ye- 
fafers are ready to ſwear they will never 
teach or follow" the Dottrine of / deping, 
What in the name of Wonder is this ? 
will they abjure' the depoling DoQrine ?/ 
No: will they ho'd again{t it' without 
an Oath ? No : will they Twear to ſtand 
by the King' and diſobey' the Pope in 
caſe ' he ſhould by- his Breyes'or Bulls: 
; -<XYAH1 . >=. declare 
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deglare thax as Vicar-of Jeſus. Chriſt he 
abſolves the, Sybjes ps Alle fr 
4n;e and: Excommunicates all thoſe yy 
obey the King | ? No; Fox: thus Jiſobed * 
Soc, to the, Popes Bxeves,, they have 
Cenſuxed in others, and..in his Niaeth 
Chapter he declares. the Pope tobe the 
Sole hy Infallible Judge 1n. the Caſe, 
What then muſt be the import of theſe 
ſlippery words, - they will. peer reach or 
follow the DgfFrine oa depoſung ? or what 
adyantage comes to the King: by them? 
But adowe. the ſenſe be that they ſwear 
to, ſtand. by the King notwithſtanding 
agy Rapkd; depoſition, thongh they will 
n% abjure, his Power ;. Is. 1t honour op 
Conſcience, 4p ſwear to diſobey the com» 

mand of a Judge whom the hold with 
Ss te, be infallible ?, Can his Ma. 

y. repoſg! any,.truſt in them ?.-or can 

>. believe any; Oaths binding enough 


ta.thoſe who, maintain ſuch'DoQrines ?. 


Ta;hold: the. Pope lofallible,, and at. the 


ſame time; to. fwear to diſqbey his Bulls, 
of, depoſition,” deſerves! neither , credit 


from Pops. nor King. 


The- lat Article of his new Oath is, 
that, | - they are-yeady' to. ſmear that they. 


will | diſcover whatever Conſpiracy againſ 
is 
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his Majeſty. So far *tis well ; but, when 
the Pope {hall Depoſe his Majeſty, then 


he will be no more his Majeſty ; and ſo 
the king al hnd himſelf deluded by 
this . And, what if after this the 
Pope {hall prohibit this Oath, by, his Breve, 
to be taken, by Roman-Catholicks? as 
undoubtedly he may, and will; for, as the 


Power of Depoling 1s Abjur'd by our Oath 


of Allegiance, ' fo is the Exerciſe of that 
Power renounced by this new Oath ; and 
aluredly the Pope will be as tenacious 


tot the Exerciſe of hjs Power, as of the 


Power it ſelf; this bejng vain and uſeleſs 


without that., Is che Pope, in this cafe of 
Tohibition to be Obeyed ? If fo, adieu all 


Wilegiance promiſed by Oath :; Is he to be 


liſobey'd, then - the 9th. ar lat Chapter 
f his Catechiſm will riſe.'jn judgment 
wainſt him, jt being, a Self-Condemnati> 
Reverend.  Father,. - you haye here the 
elign of the Catechiſm ; whoſe Doftrin, 
ough it be bur the: ſame:boild Capon 
ften, diſht and -ſerv'd up (Objefttions ten 
mes Anſwered without a ſtep advanc'd) 
et becauſe it is. now haſht and minced in- 
0 a Catechiſm, ſo to.allure weaker Sto- 
mcks, I ſhall: adyife ' them-of the Poiſon 
|briogs, and apply the Antidote. The 
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1. The Preface to the Reader Examined." Tec 


AS the Preface to his Catechiſm is Th 

partite, ſo ſhall be my Anſwer. 7 
He declares againſt Perjury,with whicliht 
couples the Oath of Allegiance ; ſo, joy. 
ing in Communion Faiſhood with Trath 
Light with Darkneſs, Chriſt with Belial 
Drvers, lays he, by taking an unlan 
Oath have encreaſed the Evil of Perjuyy.'| 
fo, then'tis-to be hoped” that divers wh 
have taken a lawful Oath have decreaſe 
the Evil of 'Perjury ;' and fince the Oat 


of Allegiance may be ſuch (for any thine 
oppoſed by him) I know not why it 'mj ha 
not work a-pertect Cure to that Evil; 1 Fs 


the Sphear of Loyalty; whereas an Equ 
vocating' Oath (luch as he/now offers) Fm 
ſo far from-Curing that preſently it Kilk 
Perjury, "tis Confeſſed, is the worſt '” 
Sins, and Equivocation in an Oath'is th 
Wworlt of- Perſhries. Baretac'd perjury 1 
foon diſcovered, and 'the Author ofte 
ſhamed into\Repentance;; ' but perjury i 
Maſquerade,' or Equivocation, lies cv 
cealed ;. and, when diſcloſed, it ſtands wh 
on it's terms of Juſtification, and has eve 
a Colour for the miſchief it does, whis q 
_ | ; re! MC! 
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12 4/(\| renders it Incurable. He that by Oath 

/ x] Equivocates with his King, can never be. 
| true to his God. And ſince your 
Antifimbria gives a Challenge ro bim 
11 who preſumes to ſay, that any of 
your Society holds. the Dottrin of Equi- 
4 vocation, lince it was very lately Con-: 
11 demned by . /»nocent the 11th, my An- 
- þ4 wer, by his favour, is, That if Antifimbriz 
44/45 be the Catechiſt, and the Catechift be 
4 of your Society, _ Antifiz:bria is the man, 
4 and the Oath he offers to take, is my Evt- 
at dence. 

.4 From hence 1 ſtep to the ſecond part 
T of his Preface, wherein he diſcloſes a M 
1/1 ftery., Some fayes he, who tagk this Oath, 

4 hve ſince ſlept at a Miniſter's Sermon, and 
took the Cheering, Cup ; others have. renoun- 
m4 ced_the Popes Supremacy, and the greateſt 
part, abuſed by the ſpecious Tithe of Allegi- 
ance, ſwore what they meant and meant what 
was J# . | 

\ This 15 a, Hodg-podg of good, and bad. 
together, all put to the account of the. 
Oath of Allegiance ; whoſe hard Fate it 
is, that for it's fake, even what is beit. 
in an' Oath muſt be hated; for, what 
can be more Rational in a Magn than 4n 
dye Circumſtances to Swear what he W | 
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ad mean whit is juſt, For, if he ſwears 
otherwiſe that. what he means, He m 
either Lye, or, to give it a finer Term, 
muſt Equivocate. But tie ' add's thus, 
their meaning was far ffom the words they 
ſwear. Woas it fo? Then clearly they 
did not ſwear what they rant ; ich 
can\only be. when their words and their, 


meaning go togerher. And, if any who- 


have taken. this Oath have renounced 


the Popes Supremacy, I hope it was in 
Temporals ; and that's the very Life and, 
Soul of the Oath of Allegiance. - But, if 


the Abjuration was of purely Spirituals, tt 


can £10 more be charged upon this Oath. 


than upon the Oath or Vow made in 


Baptiſm. Nor is the deſerting Commu-. 


nion with the Roman-Catholick-Church, 
or taking the Cheering Cup, as he calls it, 
in the Proteſtant Church, or any other by 
aſſfing from the Roman Catholick-Faith, 
neer {o much the Effte& of this Oath as 
the diſorders of Private "Members of his 
or any other Religious Family is tobe 
imputed to the vow of blind Obedience 


to their General, ſince the Oath is no. 


Catiſe of then. 


"Ta the rhird part of his Preface he fees: 
t0 have a priviledge to fay any thing; and 


therefore 
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therefore impoſes upon the defenders of 
the Oath; as their DoQrit, that'chey ſwear 
not to the words as they lye, but only their 
Oprnibx ; and yet, whoever amongſt the 
approves of the'Oath of Allegiance, coti-, 
tented hitnſelf with rhe bare thought of 


only OpUnIen of the Truth of it? How 
_ often 


ave they declar'd That a Ration? 
ſettled Jadsment or imorat Certainty, and 
ſich as is required in all Oarhs to puffy 
4 prudent and Confcientious Mah,(though 
poſſibly the thing fworn may be vther- 
wife) 1s requifit ro take this Oath? Has 
he {0 ſoon forgot the Leſſon 1 read hin 
out of the moſt Eminent of his. Four atid 
Twenty Elders in E/coba7, when he had 
cenfuted them and all orbers 4s difinge- 
nuons, who were nor of his mind? Is 
his new Oath with which. he profeſſet 

to Live and Dy, more binding than this ? 
Will he diſobey the Pope in caſe he de- 
clates this new ' Oath to contain 'many 
things repugnant to. Faith or Salvation ? 
ff not, his Allegiance will certainly D 

with him, but hel not: Dy with his AE 
ane If he diſobey the Pope, I con: 
chide with.this Evidence againſt his Pre- 
face,” that he is' obliged 'to burn his Ca 
rechiſm,and ſo ſhall neither by it convince 


his 


(8) 


his Adverſaries nor confirm his Friends, 


much leſs reclaim others, -which is ;his 
deſign. OE d.; 
The Account. of his Preface is thus.. 
Firſt, he makes this DeduCtion, ſome 
bave of late been Perjur'd, Ergo, a-law-' 


ful and good Oath ought not to. be, 


taken. Secondly, things unconneQted and 
diſparate he makes to be Caule and Ef- 
fect. Thirdly, what is moſt. perfeQt in an 
Oath is by him reputed Vicious. Fourthly, 
he Impoles upon the defenders of - the 
Oath Opinion in lieu of Cextainty as, a 
requiſit to an Oath ; Laſtly, he prefers an: 
Equivocating Oath to an Oath that. is. 
Clear and Candid. Reverend Father, is 
this Chriſtian Dorin? Now before 1 
take his Catechiſm in Peeces, I ſhall of- 
fer you a few. Nortes,. ſhort, clear, and 
eaſy, the Obſervation of which alone is 
a ful vindication of the Oath of Allegr 
ance and a Total Defeat to his Cate- 

chiſm, | 
My {firſt Note ſhall be, that, ſince our 
underſtandings are {o fruitful and yarious 
in their ProduCtions, - and our words ſo 
few that they cannot adequate. every, di- 
ſtin& Notion of -the; Ming, , it muſt ine- 
vitably follow that mariy: words OY 
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Equivocal, that is, muſt contain many 
different meanings, from whence muſt 
riſe great. Obſcurities in ſpeech and wri- 
ting ; for. the clearing, of which a: regard 
muſt be had to Circumſtances, as time, 
place, perſon, antecedents, conſequents, 


| the end: and motive of ſpeech, &c. All 


or ſome of. which do uſually give light 
to the: Auditor or Reader, and fix words 
to a, determinate ſenſe ; ' if therefore in 
the Oath- of Allegiance there be any word 
in it felf Obſcure or Equivocal,: and if 
it be circumſtanc't by theſe' or ſome: of 
theſe advantages, 'tis render'd unequivocal 
and clear. | 1 
| My ſecond Note is, that, as inall Arts 
the ſignification of Terms is borrowed 
from the Maſters of thoſe Arts, ſo is 
in the art of Equivocating or other Dod 
ing in ſpeech ; the Teachers of which; 
as they have delivered us theſe following 
Terms, Equtvocation, Mental Reſerwationy 
Material. prolocution, and Mental Evaſion : 
fo have they given us the ſenſe of them: 
Equivocation 1s when a word of it's ſelf 
capable of many Senſes is by Circum- 
ſtances fixed to one only, in which the 
Auditor underſtands it, but the ſpeaker 
craftily means another ; for example, be- 
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ing to journey I defire my friend:tobuy 
me a Horſe ; he promiſes me ſo to do; 
meaning a painted Horſe ;- this is Equi- 
vocation ; for, though the- word Hor/e 
may ſignify a Realior Painted: Horle, yet 
in' theſe Circumſtances it -can' ohly ims+ 
port a Real Horſe: Secret” or  men- 
tal Reſervation is, when. part: of-a ſenſe 
is exteriouſly pronounced by words, and 
anothet-part which ſhould make out the 
whole ſenſe is interiourly hid or reſerved 
in the mind ofthe ſpeaker, ſo to im- 

ſe upon his' Auditor ; as 'if, 'being in- 
errogated, whether 1did {ee Petey to day ? 
I ſhould reply (having notwithſtanding 
feen him) No, irelerving in my thoughts, 
hot'in the Churth:: i Material -prolocution 
is LE —_ of words patfat-wile 
without any meaning. ' Mental: Evaſion 
is a general" expreſſion and common t6 
all theſe Cheats by words” Now as' B- 
quivocation, ceafes to be in'words,” when 
all Circumſtances © concurr- to give them 
a determinate ſenfe, {o it fares'with men- 
tal: or ſecret reſervation, when” what 0- 
therwiſe would*be' hid ard reſerved{in 
the mind's laid open'by' decfarative 'Cir- 
cumftances; for then nothing'is conceal- 
ed, .and 'what is. not concealed \js not 
mentally or ſcretly reſerv'd. My 


the- word of Go 


My third note ſhall be, that this Tetm, 
Heretical is-Fquiyocal in it ſelf as having 
divers plaini'and common ſigntications,z 
for, lince Uſe, and Cuſtom is 'the, Rule 
of Tpeech, conſonant to which this word 
Heyetical imports O poſition, {ornetimes,to, 

C q written | (in E's 

{Enſe *ris alwa * uſed” by” Proteſtants,), 
HORS t&* Univerſal Tradition, anc 
etimes, to the definitions of Genera 
Councils, or to ſome Conſequence deriy- 
ed from any of theſe, clearly there is nof. 
iny one of theſe Oppolitions but what 
is-the-plaia-and-common -fente of-rhe 
word. Heretical - hence. it. is that the,o- 

» 0, TF® XN Ty N 2. . 
pinion that there Were Antipodes, was 


anciently, by {ome cenſured for, Sn 4 
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48 by ot ers, the ſtanding of t E Sun, a 
rouling of the Earth has lately beet: 
Herice the Divines in the Schools do Jday- 
ly Obje&t Hereſie to . each.; other a7. 
out . refuling communion with. each ox 
ther... and upon any one of,theſe Methods 

E Cenſores Libroxum and Biſhops at theix 
[Tibunais have proceeded to the cenſure, 
HYeretical:. 1f then in the Oath of Allegt: 
te there be Circumſtances reſtraining 
it fo any of ' theſe notions. ,; Evidently 
that. muſt be the plain and common ſeffle 
of the word. F 2 My 


(84) 


My laſt note is, that Popes, though-ge- 
ver fo holy and learned may in their 


private Letters or Breves, nay- and..in 
their Bulls too, proceed from miſinfor-.. 


marion from others, as alſo upon their 
own private .opinion, and by ſo doing 
may. Err to the great prejudice of others; 
im which caſe there mult be a Rule by 


which the errour may be diſcovered ; and. | 


if it prove fatal ro Church or State, the 
Pope 1s not to be obey'd. -'Theſe 'nores pre; 


miſed, I ſhall apply them to particulars as, | 


my Method ſhall dire& 'me.", 
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His firſt and Second Chapters Examined. 


FN the firſt. rwo Chapters. he ſtates th 
Y © Queſtion,” whether,the, Oath of 4/e- 
france be Iawful or no ?. then ſums 
up the requitits ro a Lawful Oath, "as 


v. & % 


Jiich 1 ſhall attend his. mar&i”” But, 
wich I ſbalt,; 59) Fi 


(85) 
firſt, I ſhall ſmooth a .Rubb or two 
which. 1a theſe two Chapters he thought 
fit to put in my way. The firſt is, that the 
Title of Allegiance does 111 become this 
Oath; and his reaſon is, becauſe the grea- 
teſt part, is ;mmeerly ſpeculative and aſſer- 


tory, and therefore no Oath of Allegiance, 


So that in his/Opinion the Title ſquares 


_ only to the promiſory part, which he 


tells'you 2s 22 order to bind our ſelves to 
another, but an alſ, ertory Oath is a ſmearing in 
order to be, believed. I beſeech him in 


' his next Catechiſm to declare whar it is 


in. the Oath he,calls meerly ſpeculative ? 
Is. the Kings right to the Crown there 
alerted a meer ſpeculation. ? Fare-well 
then King, whom this Catechiſt hasren- 
dred only -King of Fairies, and whoſe 
Kingdom at this rate, is but a Fools 
Paradiſe. Otherwiſe 1 ſhould think that 
every Subject, that by Oath aſlerts the 
right. of his. Prince, and abjures the 
Pope's and SubjeCt's Power to depoſe or 
murther.. him,” were by vertue of - this 
Oath (thoughr:.no promyzlory Oath ſhould 
follow) to d. f:rd. his Priace, and oppoſe 
the..Pope and. rebells. The right of a 
Prince *and , the duty of , a Subje&t are. 
Correlatives, they -live.,and expire togg- 

; £3 ith ther; 
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ther; no man can aflert the: one, 'biit 
muſt aſſert the other : if ſo, ®ris clear the 
aſſertory part 'of the Oath is not meerly 
ſpeculative,” or in order only to be believed, 
but alſo tends to praftiſe. Again, is not 
the aſſertory part of the Oath as much 
the*duty of a Subject as the promiſory ? 
Will the King take it well or think him 
worthy of truſt who by an' Oath pro- 
miſeth to obey and defend him, whoſe 
right to command he refuſerh to aſſert ? 
Evidently then the affertory part of the 
Oath is as much rhe Duty; Fidelity, or 
Alte:iance of the SubjeQs towards their 
King as the promiſory ; it being the bot- 


tom' upon which the promiſory part 1s 


grounded ; and therefore who ſticks to 


own the Kings right to command, is as 


unfaithful to him as he who denies him 
a promile to- obey. I conclude then, that 
not' only the-promifory but alſo rhe af- 
ſertory part of the Oath makes up the 
Oath of Allegiance. 
The {cond »emm72 he puts in my way 
is, to imp upon the defenders of the 


Oath, thatthey content themſelves with 


a” bare probability of the truth ths {wear ; 
when 'tis manifeſt they never bate an 
Ace cf a moral certainty : though 'the 

Men 
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Men of his School, as Yalentia, Eſcobar, 
and others have advanced this Do@rine 
he now lays to the charge of others. 
Eſcobar moral. theol. Trat#. 1. Exam. 7. 
cap. 3. Yalentia and 'others in the places 
formerly cited by me. And, whereas he 
objedts, that Illiterate perſons under- 
ſtand not the words, nor have any Mo- 
ral certainty of the truth of the Oath, 
I maſt diſſent from him, and do believe 
they have as great certainty that the 
King holds not his Crown from the Pope, 
that he is Supreme in all Temporals, 
that as ſuch, he is to be obeyed, that no 
man may-rob him or murcher him, that 
his Subjetts are bound to defend him a- 
gainſt all Conſpirators ; and that all rhis 
is the indiſpentable Law of God, as any 
of your learned School-Men, though they 
cannot 'put their diſcourſe into the right 
hgure and mood. 

Let us now account for theſe two 
Chapters, Firſt to aſſert the Kings righr, 
and to renounce all power of the Pope 
and Sybjeft to depoſe or murther him, 
is deny'd by him to be a part of the 
Subjeas due Allegiance to the King. Se- 
condly, he impoſes the Dodrine of ſome 


'of his' own School upon others againſt 


F 4 their 
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their expreſs declaration to the contrary. 
Laſtly, he concludes the generality of 
men uncapable to underſtand, that rob- 
bing, and murthering, is againſt the Law 
of God. Reverend Father, is this Chriſti- 
an Doctrine ? 


Qs 


His tbird Chapter Examined, 
E Koen Chapter begins with reciproca- 
| ting the old ſaw; And {ince he will 
neither give any reaſon why my an- 
{wers to his thred-bare obje&ion does 
not fatisfy, nor can improve it any 
farther, my anſwer is ſtill in force againſt 
him. The obje&ion was, and now is, 
from the Title of the Statute wherein 
the Oath 1s contained, which runs thus, 
An Atﬀt for the diſcovering and ſuppreſſing 
Popiſh Recuſants ; and, as if the Title 
could not be verifi'd by other parts of 
the .Statutes, or as if all parts of the Sta- 
tute muſt be in the Title, he infterrs from 
thenee, that the Oath of Allegiance was 
deſigned to diſtinguiſh berwixt Papiſts 
and Proteſtants, not- betwixt Loyal and 
difloyal Papiſts ; though the Law-maker 
for whoſe ſafety; and by whom the Oath 
Wes made intq a Law; both in his Pre: 
rtigt x mont- 
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monition and Apology to Chriſtian Prin- 
ces. & the Law it felt, declares againſt him. 
So'that in his judgment, to take the Oath is 
in the eye of the Law, to be a Proteſtant, 
to refuſe it a Papiſts ; and ſo by the Title 
of the Law a Quaker is rendred a Papiſt. 

Reverend Father, to rid my hands for 
ever of this {o often repeated objeCtion, 
pray obſerve that I voluntarily and free- 
ly, and without any force from his way 
of arguing, have and do give him his 
objection. What then ? ought not the 
Oath be taken by a Papiſt ? Abſur'd ! 
For, put caſe that the King and Parlia- 
ment (being per{ſwaded that the Papiſts 
commit Idolatry) ſhould oblige their 
SubjeAts by an Oath to renounce Ido- 
latry, would nat the refuſal of this Oath 
(with the ſame Juſtice) by the deſign of 
the Law diſtinguith betwixt Papiſts and 
Proteſtants. And muſta Papiſt therefore 
refuſe this Oath ? Nay, ought he not to 
take it the ſooner, ſo to undeceive the 
world, and unmake the Sign? This is 
our caſe: Some eminent perſons of your 
Society aſlerted at that time the depoſing / 
and King-killing DoQtrin ; the Gunpow- ** 
der-plot-men pur it into PraQtiſe, amongſt 
whom ſome of your Society were 

| charged 
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charged. with it, and gxeruted for. it. 
The King and Parliament, ſuppdſing, it 
(as well they; might) to-be the Dottrige 
of our Church, iram'd an Oath to ab- 
jure it; This Oath now-by Law, is be- 
come tb many a diſtintive {1gn betwixt 
Proteſtants.and Papiſts ; what then muſt 
a Papiſt d6 who abhors that Doctrin? 
Clearly, he ought to'abyure it, ſo to un- 
deceive the People, and unmake the ſign, 
From hence I conclude, that the Objection 
from theM'itle of the Statute is diſpatch'd. 

But, if. he will not accept of my deed 
of Gift, then 4 reſume my: Liberty to dif- 
{ent-from:him; and I have for my De- 
fence King James, who beſt underftood 
the Deſignof his own Law, and afſures 
all Chriſtian Princes, that 7 he Oath was 
made for .a true Diſtinfion, not betwixt Pa- 
piſts 2-4. Proteſtants, ' but betwixt Papiits of 
quiet Pifpaſition, and in all other things good 
Subjetts ;, und ſuch other Papiſts as tn their 
Hearts maintained the like violent bloody 
AMaxiines as the Powder Traitors did, Prem. 
Pag- 9. and 1n his Apology: and this he 


writ|at; that time, when. both - the Title- 


and the Statute was in theEye and Mouth 
of 'every'Man: Wherefore nothing butthe 


Defence of -a bad Cauſe could force :this 


Catechiit, to Derogate from the Credit, 
Truth, 
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Truth, and Honour of this Prince, whoſe 
Teſtimony the Statute it {elf does Ratify, 
declaring that the Oath was framed, For 
the better Trial how his Majeſties Subjetts 
Food affeted in point of Loyalty and Obedi- 
exce. Now had the Oath been deviſed 
for diſtinQtion in Religion, probably the 
words would have been thus, For the ber- 
ter Trial how his Majefties Subjetts Food 
afſefted in point of Religion. To that of 
King Fames, no reply with Juſtice can 
ever be made; but to the Statute he of- 
fers thus, That ſuch a preamble is like- 
wiſe prefixed To the Ordaining the taking 
of the Communion in the Proteftant way. 
And yet it is no diſtintive ſign betwixt 
loyal and diſloyal Catholicks, but betwixt 
Proteſtants and Catholicks. 1 reply, That 
the Receiving the Communion in the Pro- 
teftant way, 1s 1n it ſelf Eſſentially a ſign 
of Proteftant Religion; but to Renounce 
by Oath the depoling or murthering Pow- 
er, and” to declare it to be againſt "the 
Word of God, is no Effential fign of the 
Proteſtant Religion, but only of Loyalty ; 
Conſequently, whatever the Preamble be, 
the Oath of Allegiance is a lign of Loyalty, 
and receiving communion in the Prote- 
ſtant way is a ſign of Profeſſion of that Re# 
hejon ? The 
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| Fhe Expences' of his Third - Chapter” 


are:thus, Firſt, It is a Repetition of the 
ſame ObjeCtion ten times'an{wered with- 
out the leaſt Improvement. Seronaly, He 
gives his Adverſary advantage again(t 


himſelf, - Thirdly, He expeCts- that the- 


Title. of the -Statute, ſhould. be as large 
as the Statute. Fourthly, To compaſs his 


Deſign, he confounds the Nature or Ei-. 


{ence of things. Reverend Father, is this 
Chriſtian DiCttrine * 


—__ _—_ - 
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His Fourth Chapter examined. 


IN this Chapter he begins to take the 

"Oath aſunder, and divides it into two 
parts ; the one Aﬀertory, and the other 
Promiſſory ; and againſt each part moves 
many vain and impertinent Scruples. E- 
very thing he meets with is a Giant, but 
of his own creation. His firſt encoun- 
ter is againſt the Aſſertory part, which. 
once more he-degrades from ſharing in 
any part of Allegiance, becauſe it #s nat 


4 promiſe of Fidelity, therefore it is no Oath of 


Altegiance, As if it were not. as much a duty 


of a Subje&, to maintain by Oath the. 


Right of his Prince, upon which all pro- 
mile of Fidelity muſt be built, as the pro- 
7 a miſe 


a means KS Had 
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miſe it ſelf. Since thetefore both Parts: 
are a performance of the SubjeQ's duty, 
both paris do integrate and compleat! 
the Oath. of Allegiance. 

Before. he advances farther, he thought 
K expedient to. expoſe to view theſe follow- 
ing words! of, the Oath; . Aud all theſe: 
things 1 ds plainly and-ſincerely, acknowledge 
axd ſwear according to the expreſs words byahe. 
ſpoken, Ann according to the plain andicommon; 
ſenſe and underitanding . of. the ſame worgs, 
without any Equiuecation or anental Evaſion, 
or, ſecret Reſerqativs whatſaever,, This; iis 
a, {nare 1n which he hopes to.catch,'the 
Lwearer tripping. by, perjury, as ating: 
contrary / to; his, Oxth, . His firſt. Gin; 
crack Is from the; firſt words at the Nath, 
thus, 7 4.,5, wo tra( and fncerely achnow- 
ledge, profeſs; teſtify and declare in my Con-: 
ſerence . before Goa, anul the world, that,our 
Spueraign Lord, King Charles 48 Lamful and, 
Rightful King of this Realm, and.of all 
iter Pis Majeſty s Dominions and Cogntrjes.: 
Who would.,, have - thought - that - any; 
$90 SubjeRt. ſhould, have tumbled: at: 
[0 


15? Is it an;imputation to the Oath, that 
tis too, clear;? What, plain-meaning man; 
there who underſtood not -theſe: words, 
till now he meets with this following 
"VAT =  CroJs 
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orofs/ and crabbed Comment? -7o teſtify 
(he tells you)' as importing ſomething di- 
ſftinit, from' my acknowledging, *in the Ri- 
gour of the expreſs. words 3s to bear Witneſs * 
fo declave, as diſtin, from: profeſſi mg is as it 
were to att the part of 4a jullgt in clearine # 
thing not ſo well known. Surely this Ca 
techiſm runs the fate of many Comments 
which is to be more obſcure thanthe Text. 
For,” what- exigence is there” that theſe . 
four words, 7 acknowledg, profeſs, teſtify, & 
declare, muſt have all diſtin&t-meanings'? 
ons from the nature of the Law, or Oath?" 
Evidently no. *For, ſince*ris'the deſign'of 
the' Law-makee; by the yſe' 64 words; to 
beolear and eaſy ; and ſince nothing cont”. 
| duces more t6" that deſigh than fynonts” 
mous words -gtving light to" each: other 
(for ſome of neceſſity will be' more-6b- 
ſeure than others) *twould be prepofte- 
rous to expect from the 'nathre of an Oath 
or Law a diſkin& Sence for every word: 
Nay, *tis againft all Experience, for bo 
in'the Canon 4nd'Civil Law; it Statuites, 
10 Bonds, m Indentures,''in Deeds, '4n# 
1 the Breves,- and' Bulls'of Popes, - tto- 
thing (is ſo" frequent as redimdance 'of 
words in the fame Sence;"'and all little 
enough to render the Aas'dr Obligations 
car, ſure and binding. Sccondlyge* 
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* Setondly, Why muſt the words of 
this Oath be vſed: in the moſt rigo: 
rous lence? methinks the plain and com 
mon ſerice (required by rhe Oarh) ſhould 
not be, always the moſt rigorous ſence! 
And Tam very certain that, zFall words 
were uſed in their rigorous Tehce, few 
would underſtand rhem, "ang fo thei 
would be unfit for Oaths. 'Third!y, whit 
warrant has he, that cheſe words Teſt ffs 
ani dtclare in my Conſcience do impart in 
rigour, to bear Wity eſs before A Fuze, and 
to att-15 it were the part of” a a Thdge ? SINCE 
rigthing is more fanuliar in pn Come 
rmn'Sence, than to Teſtify and declare's 

later in_a man's DTS Th aig 


th 'thought of wp att 'of Juriſdiftio 
Fowrthly, To: teſtify and- declare in 


man's'conſcienge, that rhe King is right 
ful King, is fo*far from queſtioning the 
Kings right, 'that,-it places it beyond all 
queſtion, For, whereas at the:time. this 
Ou#th was framed, and 'before, ſeveral 
Divines. of the Seciery and' others, main- 
tained the depoſing and murthering Pow- 
er; which gave riſe to the Powder-Plot; . 
this Oath was *rmade; wherein theſe 
words, among{t others, we pi induftri- 
opſly inſerted; 6 cut off”alF ſuch pos 
c 
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ded Power. So that what queftion wag 
about the Kings right, was ſtarted by the 
men of depoling and murthering 'Prin- 


ciples, againſt whom, and their DoQrine, 
this Oath x 


\ 


was made. > TOY 
Another Bone too hard for his:Di- 
geſtion, is that he cannot Swear, The King 
is Rightful and Lawful King of all his Do- 
minions. Becauſe he knows not what they 
are, or what Right the King has to them. 
My Anſwer is, That the Oath requires 
not that the {wearer fhould know. every 
ſpot of Land poſleſſed by the King ei- 
ther in Europe, Africa, or America; but 
only that he ſwear in particular, That he 
1s Rightful and Lawful King of this his 
Realm, and (in general) of all other his 
orminions. +. So. that what ever chang 
has been made of his Dominions ſince the 
framing of this. Oath, either by. gain or 
by loſs to the Crown; , nothing is more 
certain, than that he is lawful King, of all 
his Dominions; we may. therefore with 
all ſecurity. in Conſcience conclude, that 
in the firſt Clauſe of this Oath, there: is 
neither Equivocation, ſecret Reſervati: 
" on, mental Evaſion, or any juſt cauſe ta 
aſperle this Oath ? TO" 
His Bill of Charges runs thus. Fir, 
E 
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he denies it to be part of the SubjeQs 
Allegiance or Fidelity, to afſert the right 
of his Prince. Secondly, 1n defiance of 
reaſon, and his own experience he re- 
quires in an Oath, that every word have 

a diſtinCt ſenſe from others. Thirdly, he 
confounds the plain and common ſenſe 
of words, obvious to every underſtand- 
ing, with their rigorous ſenſe, known 
to a few only. Fourthly, he forces the 
words, teſtify and declare, from their plain 
and common ſenſe, that he may fault 
the Oath. Fifthly, to declare the King's 
right, ſo, that no body can juſtly take 
it from him, he tells you, is to queſtion 
the Kings Right. Finally, he has a ſeru- 
ple to {wear the King is Lawful King of 


| his Dominions; as if Dominion could be 


his, and not his. Reverend Father, is 
this Chriſttan DoQrine. 


His Fifth Chapter Examined. 


L i&-+ deſign of this Chapter, is to ren- 
der the takers of the Oath perjur'd, 
as uling ſecret reſervations inconliftent 
with the Oath, obliging them, to the plain 
and common underſtanding of the ſame words 
DULIBIGS G without 
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without Equivocation, mental Ewaſion, or fe- 
cret Refer vation. His firſt charge of per- 
jury, 1s from the third Clauſe or branch 
of the Oath, which (if youu credir him) 
is thus, / declare in my conſcrence before 
- God, that the Pope, meith:r of himſelf, nor 
by any other means, with any other, can de- 
poſe the Kine, Had he been a fair dea- 
ler, he would have cited the words as 
they are in the Oath thus : nor by any 
other meanes with any other, hath any pow- 
e&r or Authority to depoſe the King. Which 
differs from this other expreſſion, ca de> 
poſe the King. For Authority in the 
Oath, coming after Power, does limix 
it to a juſt and Lawful Power ; whereas 
ca drpoſe, implies a power either juſt ox 
unjuſt ro depoſe the King, and the Oath 


meddles not with an unjuſt power of de- ' 


pofing him ; but, becauſe it isa Maxime 
in the Law, td ſcum poſſum quod licite poſe 
ſam, T will ſuppoſe he meant well. 
What does he inferr from thoſe words ? 
that neither the Pope, nor King, nor Prince, 
nor Emperour, hath any power or Autho- 
Tity to depoſe the King ? To this I an- 
{wer him out of his own InſftruQtian, 
that by. theſe words of the Oath, nothing 
is deſigned but an Excluſion of the Popes 
Cn Spiritual 
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Spiritual power to depoſe the King. He 
reſumes thus,do the expreſs words of the Oath 
bear this veſervation ? lanſwer, here is no 
Reſervation, but the plain and common 
ſenſe of the words, as they are under- 
ſtood by all man-kind ; for, when menti- 
on is made of the Pope's Power of depo- 
ſing Soveraign Princes, who ever under- 
ſtands any other, but ſuch as Popes have 
claimed ; and what Pope ever laid 
claim to the depoſing power, or procee- 
ded to the depoſition of Soveraigns, but 
by vertue of a Commiſſion from Jeſus 
Chriſt;-as being Vicar and Supreme Pa- 
{tor upon earth ? Gregory the ſeventh 
was the firſt, that. made uſe of thatpow- 
er z ſeveral others have followed his 
ſteps: examin their pretences, turn over 
their Bulls and publick Declarations, and 
ſee if they plead not a Commiſſion from 
Chriſt, as being Supreme Paſtors. This 
is the ſenſe of Bellarmin, Suarez, Mari- 
ana, Becanus, Heſſins, Leſſius, Tolet, Va- 
lentia, Gretſer, Hereau, and all thoſe of 
the Society, who with ſo much heat 
have advanced the Popes depoling Pow- 
er. In fine, this is known, and common, 
even Lippis & tonſoribus ; ſo that, 
though the power of depofing be in it 

| G 2 ſelf 
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{elf Equivocal, and may imply. a Spiri- 
tual or Temporal power, yer,. when 'tis 
attributed to the Pope, 'tis then fixed 
to a Spiritual power, and 1s ſo under- 
ſtood by all. 

He ſtill purſues me thus, that by this 
Oath, *tis not only ſworn hat the Pope, 
neither of himſelf, nor by any Authority of 
the Church, or See of Rome, has any Au- 
thority to depoſe the King ; but alſo that the 
Pope by no other means, with any other, has 
power or Authority to depoſe the King ; 
which implyes that no body can depoſe the 
King : not a Pope, nr King, nor Emperour. 
I anſwer that, if this be his conſequence, 
he muſt needs have a very hard opyni- 
on. of bath the Framers and Takers of 
the Oath ; the one for forcing men to 
{wear againſt a Noon-day light, and ex- 
perience, and the others for ſo ſwearing. 
But to defeat this conſequent, no more 
15 requiſit than to look upon the pro- 
miſe, which is, that the Pope by no other 
means, with any other has power or Autho- 
THY FO ar poſe the K Ing. YO that Rill *ris 
the Popes Power” or Authority, which 1s 
only. renounced by this Oath, not any 
other. For. thoſe words can only im- 
port :that the Pape, what eyer means, 


_ be 
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he makes uſe of, though, he has the Em-- 
perour -or. the great Mogul on: his ſide 
to aid him, .has . no Power.or Authority. 
to i the King. And this is truth; 
though it:;,may, be, the 'Pope' alone is- 
ſtronger than the. King, and can bring; 
more forces into the Pld. By thisyou. 
ſee what little care he-has inderiving his 
conſequences; which, thoughfeeble; he 

leaves to ſhift for themſelves. p 
Poſſibly he may advance farther, and, 
make this ObjeQion. , May.,ngtthe Pope; 
being a . powerful Prince, and injur'd by: 
the King, right himſelf by force-.of 
Arms :. and, ſo, if victory be of his: ſide, 
diſpoſſeſs the. King of his Dominions ? 
Undoubtedly he may ; but not by that, 
Power and Authority, which is renoun- 
ced by the - Oath, as is evident from the 
common notion all men have of Power 
and Authority to depole, when placed 
in the Pope. And rherefore, when. it 
ſhall happen that the Pope does war 
with the King, or other Princes, if he 
be ſtronger than they, he may diſpoſſeſs 
them, as they may him ; but then this 
15 not done by what we call Papal Pow: 
er or Authority, but by natural ſtrength 
and Reaſon; and, in ſuch caſes, we _y 
ule 
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uſe the fame Terms, as cuſtom gives 
to other Princes, when they are Victori- 
ous, as that they have conquered or ſubdued 


_- ſala Prince or King ; it not being fo 


uſual to ſay, they have depoſed ſuch a 
Prince ; and when the word Adepoſing 1s 
apply'd to the Power of a Temporal 
Prince, all men underſtand it to be a 
Temporal”Power; but, when ris ſpoken 
of the Pope, no man thinks upon any 
other, than his Spiritual Power as Chriſt's 
Vicar. When therefore the Pope con- 
quers by his Temporal Sword, the Cir- 
cumftances he is in declare to the 
world in what ſenſe 'the word depofing 
Power is uſed. From hence T' muſt con- 
clude, that from the common ute or platn 
ſenſe of the word depoſing (when joyn'd, 
fo the Pope's power without other cir- 
curnſtanees) is meant only his Spiritual 
Power, and that without any Equivoca- 
tion or ſecret Reſervation ; for, where 
nothing is conceal'd or hid, nothing is 
reſerv'd. 

The next clauſe he jumps upon is 
this, 7 do believe in my conſcience, and 
am veſoled, that neither the Pope nor any 
perſon whatſoever, hath power to abſolve me 
from this Oath. This clauſe he tells you 

is 
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is no more true, than the former, and 
I am much of his mind. The reafon 
he gives is, becauſe the King by quitting 
his Crows may quit me of my Allegiance. 
Beſides, | the power of Vidtory transfers 
Allegtante from one King to another. This 
branch, I confefs, has not much of ſwea- 
ting in i, but is full of folid Truth. For, 
although the power of Victory may 
transfer Allegiance from one Prince to' a- 
ftiother, and the King by quitting his 
Crown, quits me of my Allegiance, yet 
that's not done by any Abſolution ; for 
Abſolution or abſolving from Oaths, are 
by ufe 2nd cuſtom, Terms appropria- 


" ted to Ads of Spiritual or Eccleffaſticak 


JuriſdiQtion, as is likewiſe abſolution from 


fe; and, in this fenſe were always un- 


derſtood in this Oath; this being the 
common notion of the words without a- 
ty Equivocation or fecret Refervation. 
And, truly, if the Tranſlation of Allegi- 
ance from Prince to Prince, or from 
King to his Succeſlor by a voluntary gift 
may be termed Abſolution from the Ozth 
of Allegiance, with as much juſtice a dy- 
ing Prince, may be ſaid to abſolve his 
Subjects from their Oath, by Transfe:- 
ring their Allegiance to his Succeflor, 
| G 4 whicl: 
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which was by Oath obliged to the Pre- 
deceſſour ; for, though by death the per- 
lon be taken from the dignity which 
1s continued in the wie ood 'e&t 1n 
his ſenſe of Abſolution, the Subiedl IS as 
truly abſolved or quit of his Oath of 
Allegiance given to the predeceſſour, as 
he ſhould have ' been it reſignativa had 
been made tothe Succeſſour before death. 
To allude therefore to the lameneſs of 
his diſcourſe, I introduced him in the 
laſt anſwer I made to this ObjeCtion, 
putting this queſtion : what if the King 
ſhould dye, is not the Subjett quit of his 
Allegiance ? Shewing by the folly of that 
= how far he prevaricated from 
the true ſenſe of the Oath. 

But after all this pother about nothing, 
let us put the caſe, that not only the 
power of depoſing in general, bur ever 
when *tis appropriated to the Pope in 
particular, as allo the power of ablſo!ving, 
were Terms Zquivocal or imply'd a fe- 
cret Reſervation, is it not in the ſphear 
of Concomitant Circumſtances to clear 
them from that ſtate, and tix them to a 
manifeſt Certainty ? Thus then Idiſcourſe; 
the deſign of this Oath, was the preſer- 
vation of the King, his Heirs and Suc- 

.ceſlors, 
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ceſſors, from the pretended Spiritual 
Power of the Pope in depoſing Princes, 
and abſolving their SubjeQs, from their 
Allegiance. . King Henty the Eight, (be- 
fore this Oath was thought upon) was 
made an Example of that Power ; for 
though he was not aQtually depoſed, yer the 
ron had declared him depoſed, his Sub- 
jefts abſolved*from'their Allegiance, and 
all perſons Excommunicated*who,ſhould 
obey him. . Queen Elizabeth hME her 
ſhare, in ſome ſad, effeAts of 'this Extras 
vagant Power,' Upon pretence of this 
Power it was that the moſt deteſtable 
Powder-plot was laid, to have deſtroyed 
King James and all the Royal Family in 
the great Aſſembly of rhe Kingdom ; for 
whole ſafety and defence againſt this 
Power the Oath was made. Bellarmip, 
«$1arez, and others of that School main- 
tain'd that Power by their Pens. King 
James and others (his SubieAts) where- 
of ſome were . Roman-Catholicks, ,vigo- 
rouſly oppoſed them. From. hence 'tis 
evidently concluded, that the Power of 
Depoſing and Abſolving from'the' Oath, 
muſt be underſtood of Spiritual Power 
in the Pope or Church, and that no ſe- 
cret Reſervation intervenes, ſince nothing 


| _—. | K 
& concealed which by clear and undeni- 
able circumſtances, is not revealed. o 
ends this Chapter. COT HBEALY 
The ſurme of his gains in this fifth Chap- 
ter is this; Firſt, he corrupts the words 
of the Oath. Secondly, he will have words 
to ſignify without rule, Thirdly, in fignihi- 
cation of words he has no regard to Sebett, 
materia, of the matter in han Fourthly, by 
vertufiof his Logick,he can make one to be 
two, or twoto be one. Fifthly, he minds 
no Circumſtances in the underſtanding of 
words. Fizaly, to beat dawn the Oath, 
he forces the word Ab/olve out of his 
propers to an improper ſence. Reverend 

at | 


er, is this Chriſtian DoQrin ? 
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The Sixth Chapter Examined. 


. 


oj Hs Chapter ſpeaks loud, promiſeth 
42 . much and performs little; a deep 
mouth is a ſign of flow heels ; for the 
game which he thought was in his hand, is 
beyond his ag Three ogy pole 
tempts in this. Chapter. Furſt, to juſtify 
the Popes Breves * Secondly, to Fop 6 
month of his Adverſary: Thirdly, toclear 
himſelf of his Loyalty. God ſend _—_ 
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good Deliverance. The' method to his 


deſipn ts to charge the fifth branch of the 
Oath with a ſinall parcel of Herefies or 
Atticles repugnant to Faith, in numbe 
no more than Fve. The Pope, though 
he declares in his Breve, that there' are 
many things againſt Faith in oc Oath, 

yet in his wiſdom thought it fit ro con- 
ceal them ; nay, being frotti time to rime 
with humble ſupplication follicited tp de- 
clate them, would never .condeſcend ta 
Oey: How carne. the myſtery 
r6 be now reveal'd? ts this Catechiſt the 
Pope's Nuncio, has he any warrant from 
him to define what is Hereſy ? If not, 
he is deeply guilty of ufurping a power 
ofdefining, no more appertaining to him 
than to the King and Parliament, againſt 
whom he is ſo cearneft for uſing their 
judgment only of diſcretion in Cenſuring 

a propoſition for Heretical.” Wo 
The Clauſe of the Oath which henow 
attacks runs thus, 4x4 7 do farther (wear, 
that I do from my heart abhor, deteſt, and ab- 
fire, as Impious and Heretical this Damna: 
ble Doftrin and Poſition, that Princes which 
be excommunicated or deprived by the Pope, 
may be Depoſed or Murthered by their Sub. 
jetts or any whatſoever. Before I enquire 
| into 
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into the Hereſies with which hechargeth, 
this Clauſe. I have: two exceptions a+, 
-gainſt him; the fir# is, that. he permits 
{> many ſynominous expreſſions to paſs 
uncontrouled in this Clauſe, for which, 
he ſo hotly inveighed againſt the f/f, : 
For Dottrin and Poſition, abhor and deteſt, 
to ſwear againſt, and abjure, ſeem to march 
in ſynonymous couples. My ſecond ex- 
ception 1s, that he paſſeth by this cen- 
ſure *as Impions, tacitly allowing _ the. 
Dottrin abjur'd to be Impious, though 
not Heretical. - Whereas in truth, there is 
the ſame rule for both; - the repugnance 
to the Word of God giving both denomi- 
nations ; and_ therefore whoever may 
{wear to abhor apoſition as 1mpious, may. 
abjure it as Heretical, But theſe are only 
points of incogitancy ; his Eyes and 
Thoughts being fixed upon a bunch of 
Hereſtes which hangs from this branch 
of the. Oath. = 
The Firſt Article againſt Faith in this 
Clauſe, he declares to be, for a Secular 
Power, much more a Proteſtant, to uſurp the 
Supremacy due to the Church in deciding 
what .is Heretical, Had he been pleaſed 
to have term'd -it againſt. good manners, 
for the Secular or Proteſtant ku to 
ave 
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tiave gone before the Spiritual or Church, 
mideciding what is Heretical, it had been 
more moderate; but ro ſay 'tis againſt 
Faith, 'tis unpardonable. For, what if 
a General Council ſhould afterwards de- 
fine the ſame Do&rine to be Heretical,: 
which King Fames and his Parliament 
have done in this Oath, (which for ought 
he-knows in good. time it may) would 
they. have atted any thing againſt Faith, 
meerly becauſe they prevented the Coun- 
cil? It 1o, then all thoſe Pious Chriſtians, 
who declared Arianiſm, Entychianiſm, Be- 
rengarianiſm, and the like, to be againſt 
their Faith, before the three Councils de- 
hined rhe ſame, did all aCt againſt Faith. 
Nay, the hot De-fide-mer of the Schools, 


who ſo highly value themſelves upon 


their DoQtrine,, crying out,- The Church, 
the Church, at every turn, and knocking 
their Adverſaries on the head, with hoc eff 
Hereticum, will not be exempt from 'this 
cenſure; ſince a thouſand” propoſitions 
have been .by them declared Heretical, 
never thought” of by any Council. No-! 
thing is more frequent amongſt the Cgn-' 
fors of Books, than ſuch Qualificatiors ;” 
and ſhall it be ſaid, they have all _ 
the Supremacy of the Church'jn ſo do- 


ing, 
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ing, or that they have aQed againſt Faith? 
If {o, let them be all Hereticks for com-- 
pany. 

{ he ſecond point he defines to be a- 
gainſ(t Faith: in this Clauſe is, a . comply+ 
ahce in the Swearer with that Uſurped Power ; 
it being, {ayes he, «nz Approbation of that 
Uſurpation. Is it not pleaſant, that what: 
he has concluded againſt the Maker, 
and Swearer of this Clauſe, may all be 
true, and yet the Clauſe it ſelf be clear 
_ and ;innocent? Soitis; for a bare Ufur- 
pation of the Supremacy in declaring what 
15 Heretical, as alſo a bare 'compliance 
with that uſurpation are the faults of the. 
perſons, not of the Clauſe ; which may be 
very good and orthodox whilſt the Uſur- 
per and Complyer are not. How then 
cames it to be concluded, that this 1s a- 
gainſt Faith in this Clauſe? 

The third Hereſy he faſtens upon this 
Clauſe, is, That it makes a dofFrine Here- 
tical, which has never been condemn'd by the 
Church. IT anſwer, that neither the Oath- 
maker, nor the Church her ſelf, can ren- 
der by their condemnation, a doQtrine He-: 
retical, which was not ſo before their 
Condemnation; If then the Dofrine, 
which by this Clauſe is declared » be 
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Heretical, be ſuch in its ſelf before the 
declaration, (as it may be, for an thing 
now oppoſed) how can the declaration 
of it in this Clauſe be againſt Faith ? A- 

in, do not Catho'icks as well as Prote- 
ſtants.repute that to be Heretical which is 
repugnant to the clear Word of God ? Do 
not the Divines in the Schools cenſure 
that for Heretical, which is in Oppoſicion 
to an evident conſequence derived from 
Faith? And is-not either of theſe the 

lain and common ſenſe: of this word 
Heretical? Why then, in the acceptation 
of that word, muſt we be ty'd upto his 
humorous Notion, fince common uſe, 
which g1ves life to words, has left ns at 
liberty ? And, ſeeing the Law-maker's 
Rule of Faith (in whoſe ſence we are to 


ſwear) is the Word of God written, if 


what in this Clauſe is declared to be He- 
retical, be truly againſt that Rule, how 
is it poſſible this Clauſe ſhould be incon- 
ſiſtent with Faith ? Is not this an odd 
piece of DoRQrine to be put into a Cate- 

chiſm ? | 
His fourth and fifth charge againſt this 
elauſe of the Oath.are, that it wakes that 
to be Faith, which ts wot. And that to be 
Hereſy, which i noue. But becauſe 1 _ 
only 
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onely his bare word for this Aﬀertion, I 
ſhall only oppoſe my Negative to his Af- 
firmative. But the trath is, the five He- 
reſies he has charged upon this clauſe, 'do 
all center in this laſt ; ſo that all five could 
be but one; and that's left Unprov'd;' A 

great Cry, but no Woodll ! Ee 
To lolace Kings, and deliver them from 
the fears'they may be'in from the Depo- 
fing Dottrine, he tells them that the De- 
oling Dottrine is no part of Catholick 
aith:. Nor doth any man, ſayes he, 45 4 
Catholick, believe it. What a rich Cordial 
is this''to the: heart of the King! Burt I 
fear 1t will not much pleaſe Pau! rhe Fifth, 
or thoſe who are of opinion that the re- 
nouncing the: Depoſing Dottrine 'is' the 
renouncimg Faith. However, the King 


has'gained rhis one point of him. And: 


*tis hoped another may, by a little impor- 
runity, be wreſted from him. For greater 
Security then of the King, I put this Que- 
{tion to'our Loyal Catechiſt: Is the Depo- 
ſing DoQrine no part of Jeſuitiſm'? For 
(tro ſay nothing now of the King-Killing 
Dottrine) did not the moſt eminent Di- 
vines of the Society, as Bellarmine, 'Tolet, 
Suarez, Lefſins, Becanus, Heſſins, Mariana, 
Valentia, Gretſer, Hereau,and many others ; 


and 
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and ſome of 'them to. tlie Kings. face 
aſſert: the.aruth 'of this Doftrin, and even 


Put 4t:to; the acconntof Catholick Faith? 


Again, may a-man :beca (good Subjed; 
and: -hold-rhis-Dof@rin'? it fo, © where's 
the Kings: Jafety.? Nay he.is more expo» 


| ſed to: dangerithan if.t were.a part.of 


Catholick:PoQrin ? for, 1n\that caſe\his 
enemies : being bare-faced :and known 
he: could Hertter provide» agdinft then! 
but now he kriows not friend; from foe! 
Father Whitebread yoſm Provincial {of 
whom I will -have the ood - opimort 
that he neither: did tell a_lye, ;nor:\E-> 
quivocate at: his death)! deliver'd hints 
{elf thus at his execution; mor. car any 
man. as a Catholick believe that *tis lawful 
upor, any octaſion or pretence whatſoevery 
to-defl2n or contrive the death; of his Mas 
jefty, or any hurt to his perſon ? This''is 
part of his laſt fpeech, as I have in my 
laſt letter to-you evinc'd againſt this Cas 
techiſt both--our of the copies which 
were. printed by Authority, and alſo.out 
f-thoſe copies ſent by. your Fathers:to 
2-Ken, to be. tranſlated into French, -and 
prifited there ;; to. this I gave ..this cons 
truftion with,the VYulgar,: to whom: het 
addrefled his ſpeech, that zo Catholick can 
tinis 2A H believe 
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believe it lawful to defipn the death of the 
King, &c. Againſt this | conftrudtion 
your 'Catechiſt' gxcepted in. a former 
print, and by tbeſe. words, no ' man 4s « 
Catholick can believe it lawful to deſign the 
death of the King, he tells us 1s only meant, 
that *rzs not 4 part of Catholick Dottrin, 
to believe' it lawful to defign the death of 

the. King, not that it is repugnant to Ca- ] 
tholick DoQtrine. So that Father White- 
bread, notwithſtanding his fair ſpeech, 
might (upon other principles) have be- 
heved in his heart that it was lawful to 
deſign the death of the King. Now, if 
this be not to Equivocate with his Au- 
ditors at his death, I have loſt all my 
lenſes; and do appeal to the judgment of 
man-kind if by this he could clear him- 
felf of what - was Jaid to this charge, 
which was his main deſign. By this 
you may clearly ſee what little ſecurity 
accrues to the King by this polition or 
principle, zo man as 4 Catholick can .be- 
treve it lawful to kill the King, when at 
the ſame time, this orher poſition may 
be: true too, ' any Catholick may believe i 
tawful to kill kins, This is the deduCtion 
he makes from the laſt words of his Pro- 


vincial. | 
v7 Againſt 
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. Aga t ty, given the King 
by the $iance, he argues 
ys ; #7 » the depoſung 
'Dot rine ty be. Herettral he may afterward 


I ſuppoſe if this had been fo eaſy tq find, 
this Catechiſt and his Conforts would 
not have. lahoured ſo many years in the 
inqueſt of it, to ſo little purpoſe. In the 
mean time we will ſtand to the Do&rine 
of the Oath, and (as we have juſt cayſe) 
believe it _unchangeable. And fo Jong 
the King may fleep ſecurely. But what 
range has the King from. the Linſy- 
Woolſy. Oath of this Catechiſt, : which 
is, that he will zever hold nor teach this 
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when the intereſt of the Society may re- 
quire it, may not this prohibirion ceaſe, 
and a new poſitive order 'be given un- 
der the ſame precept of ſtrict obedience, 
to advance the depoling doctrine ? May 
not the Pope whom he ſtyles Judge 
1n the caſe of all Oaths, declare this new 
Oath to be unlawful, it being againſt 
the exerciſe of his Power owned by ma- 
ny of his Predeceflours? Will he in theſe 
events diſobey his General, and the 
Pope ? If not, adieu Oarh, farewell Alle- 
giance, and good night King. 

'In' a former diſpute with this Cate- 
chiſt, I aſſerted the particle as in this cen- 


ſure, as Heretical, to import either Iden- ' 


tity with Hereſy, or only a Similitude to 
Herefy, and that both of them were the 
plain and common ' notions of the par- 
ticle.' : To | this he now replies, _ that, 
though the particle 5 may ſometimes 
imply Identity, and ſometimes Equality, 
yer in 'our preſent Circumſtance it can 
only tmport !dentiry,' becauſe it then one- 


ly brings Equality, when it relates t9 dif- 


ferent Suijetts, mhich, fayes he, is not 
in our caſe Then he-exemplifies in this 


propofirion, let him be to thee as a Hea- 


then, where he owns that a Similirude one- 
| ly 
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ly or . Equality intervenes, - becauſe” the - 
particle! as relates to different SubjeQs- 
For my-part looking upon the parucle as 
1 theſe: two: following! propotitions,; lt 
him''to thee 'as a+ Heathen, and this other, 
let him: be th thee as an Heretich, or: © 45 
Heretical 508: Diabolical, .&c;” 1 ſeen no 
difference in the- particle-4s/that in the 
firft 1& ſhould-import! ſtmititude or Equa- 
bty, and'::im the laſt Identity; For, t0 
lay that 'thezparticle 'Telates to different 
Subjects a0 the' one - ptopoſition, and! not 
in the orher;is to begg»the queſtion ; for 
of this 'tis-we-enquire, whether the par- 
ticle as ſignifies Sameneſs, or: Difference 11 
the Subjects unto which-it relates. : - 
"To enlarge himſelf upon this matter, 
he pretends to. a generat rule, how-to 
know when the particle as implies. Iden- 
tity ; whieh, if you- will: believe him, 
then is, when it applies an Aajetive to 
z Subſtantive. Let's make experiment of 
this Rule in theſe two propoſitions, /er 
Peter be to thee as a Heathen, and let Per 
ter be. to' thee” as an Heretitk, © or as Here- 
tical, Diabotical, or what he pleaſes. All 
theſe predicates are Adje&tives, which do 
fall upon-:the Subſtantive Peter. : In the 
ft propoſition he owns the particle as 
111077 H 3 to 


f - 


(113) 

to. imply only ſimmlicude or equality, and 
yet-the word Heathen: is an adjective, as 

much as Heretick, Heretical, or: Drabolical; 
for there are heathen Women, -and hea- 
then Doarifes as well as heathen Men; 
clearly then the rule fails in his own 
example. Now, . that a General Rule 
ſhould. allow.. an Exception is no. great 
wonder; but; that the Excepti ſod ſhould 
lye .in the very ra, ih by the 
propourider, 15prodigiouſly bes hey 7m 
The: particle 4s being thus common to 
Similitude and; Identity, -he- puts this 
queftioh to himſelf ; whether in this 
cliuke It. may be reſtrained. by the ſwem- 
rer t0/A Similitus; andhe-anſwers him- 
{elf negatively; -becaule, if both fences be 
not ſworn to; there will be a. fecret Re- 
fervation which the "ath excludes. ,But 
I mult beg ledve to diſſent. frortyhim ; for, 
when a word may have twoplain& com- 
mon ft - TRI and no Circumſtances 
do bia S it to: one more than to the 0+ 
ther, *ris in the {wearer's choice to ufe it 
as*he pleaſes, ſo he' ſwears truth im. et: 
ther ſenfe; nox 15 there in {0 doing any 
danger of ſecret or mental Reſervation, 
which then' onely happens, when a part 
of. a propoſition 1s n—_ by the 
mouth, 
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mouth, & another part isreſerved ſecretly 
in the mind 'topiece up-the whole, ſo that 
without it' the fenſe'' (as intended © by 
the ſpeaker)! would ndt be-compleat. :. As 
if, you asking me whether I did ſuch or 
ſuch a thingy I anſwer” 20, reſerving in 
my mind;''fo as '/ a” obliged to tell you ; 
this lateripart of the propoſition is {e- 
cretly' reſerved, and fo the propoſition: is 
vicious, becauſe it is deſtructive to 'Hu- 
mane Sovierty. © But, in our caſe, where 
2 word” or propoſition 'may have two 
phin and} common meanings, - and both 
true, -] may ſwear the one; and abſtract 
from or - not mind the other, for Ixe- 
ſerve' hothing in my mind to piece out, 
the ſenſe of the propolition, ſince my 
meaning' is- what the words do plainl 
and exteriouſly import; - and ſince both 
ſenſes of the propoſition are true, it im- 
ports not in what ſence I took it, for 
either of them farisfies the Magiſtrate, 
and ſo no body- is deluded. | 
I affirn'd it was a rule in all Laws, 
that if a word may have two Significati- 
ons, whereof one renders the Law Juſt, 
the other Unjuſt, it ought to be taken i 
that ſence ' which renders the Law-Juſt, 
Alſo, I added that in Penal Laws, words 
H 4 ars 
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are to be intexpreted 1n-the.moſt:favou- 
rable ſence. - Yothis 1 baye his: Aﬀent as 
tg other caſes; but-not in'i'this; becauſe 
by tbe: words: of the Oath, ſayes he, 44 
mefital Evaſions, ind ſecret Reſervations, are 
excluded. I anſwer, out of any: foreſaid 
Notes, that when a word 1s equyyocal;;or 
aſence'in a propoſition ſeems;to-be reſer- 
x dzcif circumſtances do determine-it, then 
*tisino: more Equivocal nor: thecſencesre- 
faryfd : for, what'is not concealVd is: nor 
relerv'd. ' But:itheſe Rules ;of rendering 
the Law. juſt::by:a fit irevpretatian af 
werds;:: and; fayourable. 10 .,penalties, are 
cachmſtances | ſoo:knowng har :1t any 
thing: were otherwiſe Equivochl in-this 
Oath- or ſcem#d'to be reſerv'd; they fik 
thetal-to a Jult:and' Favourable- ſence; 


ennſtquently,: as t9-the pinto Juſtice - 


and Favour: there:1s' nothing/'concealed; 
1» nothiog Equiyocal;: nothing teſerv'd: 
This L bring 4d 4byndantieum,, not thatthere 
1s any need of this' Obſeryation: for! any: 
thinginow oppokd; fince the words are 
left - in: their plain and common fence, 
And, as to the word Heretizaly: the Cir- 
gurattance of the'Law makers, owning the 
the Scripture to- be: their Rule -of Faith, 


hath dctermined-iy's SYenge; Ang, if it 


had 
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_ trary 
had'\not;-yetrhe- Oath, abſtrefing from 
materially: 6x! formally: Hexetiaal, terms, 
of; -School-inyention, - may.» be:; taken, in 
that AbſtraQtion:;..as: Pos ſear a man 
15A Living Creature, though by my words 
Ki&-pot .refaly; id: what bong Grearunm he 
W415: } Ort 40 AT 
{;;Reverend Father, wi you \ ſee a Ca» 
techiſt - adyanging.. his. own -Figments.in 
liew pf.Chriaſtian-Pofrinz you cannot but 
think his; EOEEEnSr; Mn all my dif- 
putes with 'hjg3;and;; his, Conforts,. Lire- 
quired. forqhecraing this op tbe fame 
eercainty: 'whuch: all manka expect 4d 
find :1 an all ethex;Qaths ; #hat,1s, ar eds, 


fudgment of.) myrel. TA for, .thele 


4re:my. words. hich. he 
terſnow Cited; ;o hut, bo hoe. | 
fige, bhe: conceals.them torr 
der with this Exrour,; that, I;hg 
ont; t4A:; th627Þ \ defence. Pugh 
gatrlt Perguryior and:that,che. Qath. __ 
to-this purpdley.;.11think the;'Pope, cannot 
4bfolwe me, 1 think that Doitrings Hereti- 
cal, \'1 think King Charles to be,my lawful 
King, So Wy hemas.i in; truth there 1s not. 
any th ing. of this, ſound- 1a ;all .my Let- 
ters: Upon this. ſandy. Foundation he 
builds his s Caſtles. True it 1s  Halſerred, 
tnat 


on my Lety 
een 
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that: a. Moral Certainty' was conſiſtent 
with an Abſolute 'Poffibility of 'the 
thiris being otherwiſe ; and that, there- 
fors, the focaite did only: aſſert the truth 
of 'the 'thing'''as it! is in his Conſcience 
or Rational ment; not- always as'it 
is 1n it's felt, orherwiſe few or no Oaths 
wolld 'be 1takets; 'and' that this Moral 
Certfinty. would render the -ſwearer {e- 
&\e if his Þ cum 'from all Perj ury's 
and rms, 1 im” before-God- and | 
Whereas os. Fwear' p6 paieely wn be 
o4 to ts 1s,  not'Þerjury;' at 
Nrbeat, to it, which (thouphy 

he” he Tye rn happers't6 be tre) 
lkayes a pyilt\upon his 'Conſbienbe, 'and 
ronnaly hithin-excuſabl& before God ante 
H0By ou may Ke: the Im 
defhe, vid his Ignorance ed, -in 
tinguſhing | betwixt the two Cer- 

efing &, Vioral, and Metaphyſical, and al- 
$' Opiniort ;'the- firſt 'admitting an abſo- 
late poſſibility of a thing” being; other- 
wiſe than is affirm'd, the ſecond exelud- 
ing it, and the third ſtanding with an 
aQtual fear, and' doubr that rhe- thing is 
otherwife, I tonclude then, 'that hewho 
takes this Oath, muſt not onely think, bug 
mult be Certain, and verily judge, tha 
rig 
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the Kibg is Rightfal and Lewfe! King, e. 
and-. that the depoſing of tau 
Pdzyer 'is to be. renounced as impious and 
A Wis 
gainſt this Coneluſioriy' he oppoſeth 
bis Evidence for the contradiQtory part z 
and, his reafgn 1, | becauſe he is: certain; 
there: is no definition of the Church to 
make. it Heretical; -and he is ag ce 
that! deither private-Men; nor _ 
os wer! ora make''t Hereriall. © Lanſwer; 

ne hey,: ; norBiſhoþs; norP 5 
nox-Councils, nor Angels, catv The La 
DoQrin Heretical; but valy the 
tion it has tothe Word of God. Apainz 
Laoſwer, yorka fo diſobey* my Prince tf 
{ye veg Oppofit to-rhe Word of 

hay to: ie DoArin "of the 

Cherch 25\"hs, v0 difobey the Pope in 

piricuals; if therefore irbe Heferical +6 
it Lawful Yo diſl 'the Popes ths 
|.as Heretical:1o teach * lawful xo diff 
obey the King. And, if-ir be Heretical 
to. teach it; Jawful to difobey him," 'tis 
equally Heretical ro affix it lawful: t6 

poſe him, © which1 think is the worſt 
kind of Diſobedience. ' Finally, wes 
ready 'evincd, © that a" Do@tin 'may' be 
Frretical before any Definition- of a Ge- 
riezxal Council. Before 


(t24)) 

'-=Before the'end of this'Ch _ he're- 
fers us to: the $orbon, and bidsus: examitt- 
what, Opinion; that famous School "held;' 
as to this point, in Heyry the third; and 


Henry the fdurth's! dayes) as! alfo: at: the 
Siege 01:6##;1;have;/upon ſeveral _ 
aces,» enlarged: my iſe upon this pa 


£4i-beilnz forced unto at! by his py nf 
thers+mportuaty ap, Hace he' is:Yes! 
lighted: withn the repetition; of it,-L ſhall? 
educe:anto a furnmary what-is more dif- 
fled 13 my: Letters, Thus: then:z'This 
ritivcrvvithio- the 'compaſs | of 'theſs 
timess' wad:dyblared (ths amit-a ſeore''of 
other ſevere: CenſuregY 26: bet contrary #0 
the Ford of God; And not:only: by: the 
arbon' Wag cxhyis declared;i but alſo by 
en more/Univerſities; as! Caen, '\Rhemes,) 
Fbolouſe, Patil iers, Valence, >Bourdeaux, and 
B4rges, ang:albthis dani. This 
DogQrine, a8&being i2rnintithe-word of i 
Was cenſured by'the: facylty:of Paris,' in 
Bellarmin, SuargZ; Betanit, Santarellus + 

| Eheroupony 'by order of Prrliament, ſome 
eh their Bogkswere. burnt. '; And this Doz 
Erine lo Cenkiwed; by the:$07bon,' to be + 
guinſt the wordrof: God, the moft eminent 
of the Society, ix France; did! ſolemnly en- 
age arch a, promiſe ſigned. under _ 
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hands, dated j March 16. 1626... to ſub- 


{cribe ;,: by. which! inftrument;alo. they 
faichtully promiſed; never. toi; profeſs any 
Oprnion -or Dottrine contrary. to, what ſball 
be maintained by the aforeſad' Clergy. and 
Univerſity of the, King dom, or the Sarbon iu 


this patter. .. Finally, by. degzee, of Parlia+ 


ment,. June 2.7,;16 £4. theiFachers of the 
Society throughout #razce, weregbliged, 
under, pain of High Treaſon, to preach in 
their publick Sermons agaigſ, the, Depo: 
ling Power, as being repugnant to: Chrt 
ſtian DoQrin,, which accordingly. they 
did. . Thus in ſhort, have I given.you the 
Tranſactions of Fr azce, and the Sorbvy, re+ 
lating, to the affair in hand. | -. 
He 1nterrogates! thus, Did the. French 
Jeſuits ſubſcribe-to the Cenſure? I anſwer; 
they -promiled to ſubicribe ; .if then they 
did not ſubſcribe, they were: to;blame ; 
an honeſt man: will ſtand. to. his-pro- 
miſe. Their promiſe is extant, : dated 
Marchr 16. 1626. He proceeds,;j Did, they 
ſubſcribe the  depoſins. dott rine was Herett- 
al? ; My reply 1s inthe Affirmative ; for 
whoever Ruble bees doarine.to'be 4g 41uſt 
the word of God, lubfcribes it to be,Here- 
tical, In the upſhor, he deſires ro know, 
whether. they ſubſcribed' it any more un 4s 
1/171 a8 
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their own Opinions? And -I muſt deelate, 
that I cannot Yeſvlve hint, whether (hey 
did ſubſetibe it ſo much as | their' own 
Opinion, of againſt it. However, if the 
ftand to their promiſe, 'and ſubſcribe to 
the Cenſure, that beingpoſitive the Sub- 


ſeription muſt alſo be Pofitive z unteſs-hi 
knows of any Exception'made in thett De: 
claration.:' | VO 


( 


\. This Chapter has ptit him to Charges 


chis Sunime Total is, Firſ, a diſcovery of 
his Ignorance it the notion of what'js 
Heretical. Secoxdly, he' numbers the ſame 
thing five times. over, aid Knows it not, 


becauſe it is differently worded. . Thergh, 


he dreams of a Clubb' of five Herelies in 
one branch of the Oath, where none but 
himſelf can diſcover any. Fourthly, to 
ſwear the depoſing doQtrine to be Here 
tibal, he fancies 15 no' Security to the 
King as if the owning his Crown to be 
from God is of no force. Fifthly, though 
the depoſing dodQtrine' be never {o ofren 
taught and praiſed by other Principles, 
yet, if it be not a part of Catholick Be- 
lief, he thinks the King ſafe. $:xrhly, he 
will not own that there is any ſecurity in 
the Oath of Allegiance, though. the fwea- 
ter holds the Oath to' be Indifpenſable. 


Seventh; 
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Sevemhly, 'he makes the Pope judge' of 
the Lawfulneſs of all Oaths, and yet offers 
to take an Oath in defianee of the Pope. 
Eighthly, he gives a Rule for the particle 
a, and in the bm contradifts 
ffimſelf. Ninethly, he underſtands not the 


 yneaning of a Secret Reſervation. ' Texrhly, 


he impoſes upon the defenders of the 
Oath Opinion in lieu of Moral Cer- 


_ tainty. Ekvenrhly, he confounds Moral 


with Metaphyſical Certainty. T we/fhly, 
he takes Councils to be Anthors, of our 
Faith. Thirteenthly, he'is an ill bird, and 
beraies his 'own neſt, diſcovering rhe 
ſhame of ſome of the Society in Fraxce. 
Fonrteenthly, the dodges abaut the Subſcrip- 
tion of the French: Feſaits, now owning, 
and then diſowning it. Finally, he ſery- 
ples to be an honeſt man, that is to 
{wear to what he ſubſcribes. Reverend 
Father, is this Chriſtian DoEtrine. 


The Seventh Chapter Examined. 


N this Chapter a Hue and Cry is made 
after the former Clauſe ; *ris again 
ſearch'd into; and a new Evaſion brought 
to light. The clauſe is, / ſwear that 1 ds 


from 
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from my Heart, ahhor 141d abjure a; 
Thorn antl. 0, hors def rnd hire. Doc: J 
trine and. Poſition, "That Princ 5 rage , 
Excommunicated or Deprived y the. Po 
may be Depoſed. 6 or Murthergd by. their Sub- 
jects, or any. whatſoever. \T his Propoſity tio, 
fa tells us) . 4s. being ex ofed- to 9 
75, pot Pit, to. he ſworn by L_ge d 1 
am-much 0 f his mand: Hue ah is Props; 
tion as it is expoſed in the clear Terms 
of .the Oath, and. not quibbled upon: as 
Sophiſters, is. proper enough to; be fworg, 
not. indeed: by every Ideot, ſuch as the 
Laws of Godan Men exe ſl from Oaths; 
| but by the llliterate as well as: the Lite 
Tate-; for SY he, and ſome few others, 
ay a fide their learned Obſcurittes, by 
ich, they, deſign to darken all that 
comes in their way, the propoſition, as 
it lies, is intclligible to all thoſe whoſe 
Capacity does-4it them for an; Oath. | 
For the DR underſtanding of the 
Scruple, he-allows it to be Heretical ro 
aſſert it Lawful to murther the King, 
but not to Depoſe. This uppoled, he 
argues thus, ..7. da ot. ſwear, #h by prope 
on, ſaying a Þrince excomubicated .may be 


depoſe and mirthered, but may be depoſed or. 


murthercd; to be Heretical. My tu re> 


"ply 


— 
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ply ſhall be; that it is equally againſt the 
Law of God to aſſert, 'that a Prince Ex- 
communicated may be Depoſed, as it is to 
aſſert that he may be Murthered; ., For 
he who by his Command obligeth us not 
to murther, does equally oblige us nott9 
Steal or Rob. Since therefore to depoſe 
a Prince 15 to. rob him of his Crown, i'tis 
againſt the Law of God, and, conſe- 

neatly, *tis heretical to affirm -it-Lays 
ul. He ask's, who has defir'd it ? lan- 
{wer, God in. the Decalogue, in Holy 
Scripture, by, Univerſal: Tradition, tis 
written in. the hearts of ali good Chriſti- 
ans, and; the 'repugnaney to any one of 
tele principles renders a poſition Here- 
tieal.-:.-!) 1 i911 3931, abit 
_ © My ſecondreply is, that in caſe 1.ſhould 
allow him. thar the dottrin of depoſing 
were not heretical, yet the propoſition 
fworn 1n this.clauſe to be Heretical would 
ſtill be fo: - For, if it be Heretical to af- 
firm it Lawful to murther the King, then 
for murther's-ſake 'tis Heretical to al- 
ſert 1t Lankl to depoſe. or murther hin 
For Example, if it be a Heretical poſiti- 
on to fay. jt is Lawful to do evil; he 
that ſhall ſay *tis Lawful to do good or 
evil, delivers a_ poſition heretical; for, 


by 
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that poſition tis left to a man's choice 
to do either lawfully : If therefore eirher 
of the parts of that poſition be heretical, 
the whole muſt be ſo, becauſe bonnum tx 
integra cauſa, malum vero ex quolibet defettn. 
He' concludes this aſlertory part of the 
Oath with a Quyere or two; firff, how a 
man can {wear that this Oath is admini- 
fter'd unto him by good and lawful power ? 
I anſwer, becauſe it is adminiſter'd unto 
him' by his Lawful- Magiſtrate impows- 
erd by God ſo'ro do. Secoxdly, how he cari 
ſweat by this Oath, hearztly, willingly, and 
truly "upon the' Faith of a Chyiſtitn? 1 an- 
{wer, becauſe *tis the will 'of God that 
SubjeQs perform their duties to theit 
Prince, | not repiningly but cheerfully; 

bulkrem enim dutorem diligit Deus, | 
._"'His accounts of this Chapter are but 
ſhort. Firſt, he denies it to be Hereti- 
cal to teach-ir Lawful ro rob or ſteal. 
Secondly, he weighs not the truth of this 
maxim, boxim ex ihtegra calſa, midi 
ex quolibet defettu. Thirdly, the wonders 
how a Magiſtrate can adminiſter a law- 
ful Oath. Fowrthly, he quarrels with Sub- 
zefts for ſwearing Allegiance ' to 'theit 
Prince heartily, willingly, 'traly, and *n 
the Faith of a Chriſtian.” Reverend Fa- 
ther, Is this Chriſtian DoQrin ? His 
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» » His Eight: Chapter Examined, 
( RK 
"TFT His'is'a Chip of the Old Block, till 
©. © tautologies, ſtill repetition, of old 


 Rories. © The Afertory part of the Oarh 


again excommunicated froman Oarl of 
Allegiance, and my task is to Abſolve'it. 
Again, then' ro afſert by Oath the' Kings 
Right, when required, and to rehoynce 
all power''t9 depoſe' or ' mnrther Him; 
is the duty" of every good Subject, and 
without "which to promiſe Allegiance 
would be /a- vicious and can unjuſt AR: 
And, fince the Oarh is'tnade'qur 'of both 
parts, my inference, ifh-oppolition ro His, 
is, that by#this Oath nothing /but -pure 
and candid Allegiance was intended by 


the Law-maker. 


"We are now arrived to the promiſo- 
ro part ' of-- the Oath, againſt which he 

ms <6 have only this exception, that 
the {wearer by it does promile to diſcloſe, 
not oaly' att traiterous Conſpiracies againit 
the King, but all Treaſonr, Now many 
moſt important points of Religion being 
by the Law made Treaſons (as to main- 
tain any Authority in the See of Rome, to 
be 'Ordained. Prieſt by Authority derived 
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from that See, and then to come and remain. 
in the Kings Dominions, to. reconcile or 
be reconciled to the Roman Religion, &c. ) 
he cannot (ſayes this Catechiſt) make dif 
covery of theſe things without , betraying 
his Religion, and, he who will do fo, will be 
. 4 Traitor to his King. For my. part I fee 
no neceſſity why: the {wearer thould be 
reputed a Traitor: either to the one. or 
the other ; ſince both the. Law and Law- 
makers, as, alſo -praCtitioners,in. the Law, 
or Cuſtom: (all which are the beſt inter- 
reters of the Law), do exempt him figm 
Fuch diſcoveries ,.as ſhall be.evinced by 
this following. induQtion. ,'The. Statute 
wherein the Oath is contained aſſures 
him that-the deſign in_ framing. this. Oath 
was , for the better tryal how his Maj tres Sub- 
jeds itood affetted 45s to their Loyalty, The 
Law-maker himſelf, that King for whoſe 
ſatery rhe Oath was made, forecaſting that 
ſome unhappy Catechiſt would wreſtall 
things in the Oath.to.the worft, ſence, /pre- 
vents bis Objection - by declaring hat 
nothing is by this Oath required but a pro- 
feſſion of that, Temporal Allegiance or Civil 
Obedience, which all Subjetts by the Law of 
God & Nature do owe to their Lawful Princes, 
with promiſe to refit and diſcloſe (pray ob- 
ſerve 
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{ſerve what) «ll contrary - Untivil wiolence. 
Premon.,.pag., 9. (Now to maintain a 
Spiritual 'Anthority in the See of Rome, 
to be a Roman Prieſt, to reconcile or. be 
reconciled. to the Roman - Catholick 
Church, are not things repugnant to that 
Temporal and. Civil Allegiance, which 
all. Subjefts by the- Law of Nature do 
owe to-their Lawtul Soveraigns: Clearly 
then the diſcovery of any of them comes 
not within the verge of; this Oath: And 
therefore the 'Charge which is brought 
of High Treaſon againſt a Prieſt at the 
Bar has no connexion with the Treaſons 
to. be diſcovered by vertue of this Oath, 
Roman Prieſthood being only Treaſon 
by a particular poſitive Law, and all the 
Treaſons to be revealed by this Oath, 
are .onely ſuch as are againſt Temporal 
and Civil Allegiance due to all Princes 
by the Laws of God and Nature. 

The next Expounder of the Law is 
Cuſtome (Optima interpres legum eft conſue- 
tudo) by which all words are to be regu- 
lated. To Cuſtome then I appeal ; and 
demand whether ever any Perſon of 
Worth and Honour amonglt Proteſtants 
who have taken. this Oath and are ac- 
quainted with Prieſts, and perſons by 
Þ3 them 


_» CRP: 
them reconcited to the Roman'Church, 
do think themſelves in Conſcience oblip- 
ed to diſcover them, believing them gwil- 
ry of no other Treaſon than that 'of Or- 
ders, and reconciling or being reconciled. 
THar they do not, is tore clear than Noon- 
day light. Nay, *tis obſerved that none 
but the ſcum of people, who either out of 
Malice to ſome .private perſon, or for fil- 
thy lucre, are Informers of this Nature ; 
and, as ſuch, are by Proteſtants them- 
ſelves reputed vile. And, whereas the Law 
has provided penalties for thoſe who con- 
ceal ſuch treaſons as are againſt Natural, 
Temporal and Civill Allegiance, yet the 
bare knowledg of a Prieſt and not revea- 
ling him 1s not puniſhed by Law. 
To reinforce the Obje&ion he argues 
thus. The ſignification of Words is taken 
from the will of men, which cannot be more 
clearly expreſſed than by their Laws; ſince 
then by the Laws theſe things above 
mentioned are Treaſons, and all Trea- 
ſons by this Oath are to be diſco- 
'vered, it ſees to him evident that thoſe 
alſo ought to be diftovered, or a fecrex 
Reſervation (excluded by the Oatlymnniſt 
inte Vene, rendering rhe {wearer perqur'd: 
This is the Sum of his 'difconrſe. To 
þ 3 which 
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which I thus reply ; that, though words 
ſignify by the will of men, and the will of 
men be expreſſed by their Laws, yet the 
words of the Law cannot alwayes ex- 
preſs the will of the Lawmaker unleſs ve 
ed with concomitant Circumſtances; f 
ifa word in a law may have divers ſen- 
ces, it muſt be fixed to ſome one 1n par- 
ticular. This being ſo, and the word 
Treaſon, in the Oath being by all Circum- 
ftances (as by the words: of the Statute, 
by the deſign of the Lawmaker interpret- 


ing his own Law, and by common uſe 


and praQtiſe of the Law) fixed to ſuch 
a determined ſort of Treaſon, that, and 
onely that, is by vertue of this Oath to 
be diſcovered. Nor is there room here, for 
any ſecret reſervation: for, theſe Circum- 
ſtances laying all things open, nothing is 
ſecret, nothing reſerved. My concluſion 
of this Chapter, in oppoſition to his, 
ſhall be, not like him to applaud my 
ſelf, but to referr my Anſwer to men of 
impartial Judgment; to whom I preſent 
this following account. 

Firſt, he excludes from an Oath of Al- 
legiance the firſt and greateſt Duty of 
a SubjeCt to his Soveraign. Secondly, he 
is endleſs in his repetition of the ſame . 

I 4 thing 
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thing often anſwered, without advance, 
Thirdly, he is incorrigibly obſtinate a- 
gainſt the plain words of the: Law, Law- 
maker and practiſe of the Law. Fourthly, 
he minds not Circumſtances to underſtand 
ords by. Finally, he puts a Reſervati- 
on where nothing is reſerved. Reverend 
Father, Is this Chriltian DoQrine ? 


His Nineth Chapter Examined. 


}Othing is more uſual with him than 
: to reckon without his Hoſt ; he is 
"not content to ſtyle the Pope Chief Judge 
in Spiritualls, unleſs it be with the Luſtre of 
\ Soveraigy ; a Charatter, which, may be,the 
Pope himſelf will not admit, and thoſe 
who maintain a General Council to be 
above the Pope will not allow. Though 
he ſuppoſerh it as a known maxim. True 
it is, amongſt the Roman-Catholick Pre- 
ates the Pope is Chief Judge, bur they 


are alſo Fure Divino Ju ges. So that in + 


the Court of Judicature he is neither Mo- 
nargh nor Soveraign. But,ſuppoſe he were 
Soveraign Judge in Spirituals, as the King 
18 in LJemporalls, does it follow from 
henee thar I muſt Tather obey the Pope 


by 


(137) 
by' refuſing: the Oath than'the - King by 
taking it ? Yes, ayes he, becauſe the Law- 
fulneſs or Unlawfnlneſs of an Oath, as -« 
point of conſcience, lyes within the | verge 
not of a Temporal, but Spiritual Furisditti- 
on, If ſo, I believe the new Oath of A- 
legiance which he offers the King in the 
name of Catholicks, will end in a jug- 
gle ; eſpecially he declaring with certain- 
ty the Pope to be Infallible Judge: for, 
though it does not renounce the Pope's 
Power of depoſing, yet it ſtands in de- 
fiance of that Power, and renders it vain & 
ridiculous, as never practicable; nay the 
SubjeA {wears by it that. he will ftand 
by the King,. and diſobey the Pope, if 
he attempts to: depoſe him. - And, cana- 
ny man of ſence. perſwade, himſelf that 
ſuch. an Oath can. be acceptable to the 
Pope who claims the depofing power ? 
will he ever permit ſuch an Oath. with 
out declaring it Unlawful. And, if. he 
ſhall declare '1t Unlawful and ;by -his 
Breve- prohibit” it to be taken, muſt he 
not be obeyed as an Infallible Judge ? 
By his'Dodtine, 'tis Evident he ought. 
You ſee then, this Catechiſt by the offer 
of his new Oath deligns to delude both 
Pope and King.- - But this anſwer is only 
«ad haminem. My 
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My Second Anſwer moredireCt is, that, 
the King being the 1ole' Judge in Tem- 
' porals, 'ris preſumed he beſt knows his 
own Temporal Concerns, and the Extent 
of his Power; as the Pope does his in 
pirituals/; if then; in the: defence of his 
_—_ in Temporals, he frames an Oath 
to be taken by his SubjeQts, and declares 
(as King James did) that he requires by 
that-Oath nothing but Civil or Tempo- 
ral Allegiance, and, if it be clear unto 
his SubjeRs that nothing is comprehen- 
ded in the Oath but Temporal Allegiance, 
my Anſwer, I fay, is, that it is within 
the verge ofthe Temporal Power to judge 
of the Lawfulneſfs of his own' Oath, for 
the Lawfulneſs depending upon the good 
or 1ll defign of rhe Law-maker and the 
words of the Oath, of which himſelf is 
the Interpreter, the deſign being only to 
contain ' his Subjes within the bounds 
of their Temporal Duty, and the words 
importing 'no other than Temporal Alle- 
Stance, whoever wreſts his words from 
the delign'and ſence by him declared 1n- 
vades his Right. Otherwiſe, the Pope 
aflerting his own right or power to de- 
poſe Kings, may, and will render all 
Oaths, repugnant to that Power, illegitt- 

Ip | mate. 
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cite. ' For, "tis but declaring them to be 
igainft' his Spiritiſal Power,” and all is in 
his 'own hand, and' the -queſtion of .de- - 
poſing is at an'End. | Nay, at this rate 
of trpuing, the Pope may hedge in all 
things within the Circle of his JuriſdiQt- 
on; for, ſince there is nothing that bears 
not the badge 'bf Good or Evil, Lawful 
or 'Unlawfsl; alt-things muſt be brought 
to the Spititual Court ; and then what 
need of Kitips,' when the Spiritual Power 
alone can govern "the Univerſe? _ 

Thirdly, Admit the ; were Judpe, 
as to the Lepality, or Iiegality of t 
Oath, muſt his Deciſion" always prevail? 
whar if he were impos'd uporr by Syco- 
phants, as'is the fate of all Princes more 

or le ? what if he gave too much credit 
to ſiniſter ſuppeſtions ; as that his Supre- 
mary in Spiritnals was invaded, his power 
of Excomminication, and his Juriſdittion of 
"Binding and-Abfolving wreited from him? 
Now, that he was in theſe unhappy cir- 
cumftances, 'is too evident to thoſe who 
have pervſed the Books of the Miſ-infor- 
mers agaifiſf the' Oath, all of them uſing 
ſich fips-teaf pretences. © 

© * Butlet us alſ6 allow that there was fair 
dealing in the Informers, may not this 
Y Judge 
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Judge be too Indulgent to hisown. private. 
Opinion 4,-and- fo as to deceive himfclt, 
and athers?. Undoubtedly he may ; for on: 
all ſides. tl confeſs'd: that Poges, may exr 
in their. private. Opinion ;, and as, clear it 
35; thar, -the exrour once.+diſcover'd,. no- 
thing can juſtifie an Obedience to fuck a 
Power or Judge, when the Crowns, and 
Lives of Princes, the Garholick Religion, 
and the Fortunes, Liberties, and Lives of 
all. Catholick SubjeQs muſt otherwiſe be; 
come a Jacrificer to. his Errour. To this 

great-truth, x6 the Pope:himſelf afſent- 
oo Innacent the Third; 4 5, jt and wiſe 
Prelat, , who (as he is cited by a learned 
Cardinal, Franc. Zaharel.. de. Schiſm.) de. 


clares thus: We. are not to.okey the Pope-wheu 


there is. a_wvehement- preſumption, that the 
ftate of the Church may be difturbed, or 0 

ther miſchiefs like to follow.” Noy, it were 
.4 Sin to Obey, becauſe every:one_is, bound\to 
prevent future evils. Innocent-..de ſent. Ex- 
. cap. .inquiſit. But . another great 
Cardinal warrants us, in ſuch caſes, not 
t0. obey the:Pope, though he:ſhould pro- 
ceed even to Excommunication; ſo Paxar- 
mitanus Alledged by Sylvefter in theſe 
terms; were, not, ſayes:he,. to obey. the 
Ae, if FI: may be preſumed our, obedience will 


trouble 


- 
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fronble theiftate 'of the Chureh} oy beck 
any future Euthort Standal, think the A 
were:1unter tpain-df  Excommunication' lated 
ſententis. '$ phefter: ex  P anvrmitan.' verbs 
abedtentia, mimii 5 5 c(Cardihall7Wes a Jeſins 
avers:the lame truh. 'Tolerrue ſept.} peccats 
mort, £4p;15-)mn 4 more br Ines 
ſo-alfo; manyoothiers 
1: Toitake awaythe Ground 1-whick 
I now ſtand; the-tells mepthuv!34 rhe ye 
neral. ſemtimenit\vf olicksit harithe Pope is 
Iofallible in paints\bf'Doftrinev1OFirſt, "1 ded 
mand how : _ >Catholicks 'he has com 
fulted-upon! int! wherein he -is/1@ 
bofitive FP ?: on tieve they wilknot Rand 
tohis engagement, at. teafitin fo confide- 
os Gen: Fo fathevbpitiions uporf 
ell-Drumes, elf Catholicks, the white Churdly 
&c: are tricks now fo: commonthat-rthey! 
will take no longer. Seco 


dh, thatindord 
fſiderable mumber:1n.the Church :whith 
defends Perſonal -Infallibility; d&chey hold 
the-Pope otherwiſe: Iofallible: aha defi 
ning Faith .&x Carbedra?” And will 'any 
man«.afſert the»! '; private» Betters'to 
COONET Enoland (for ſo Entlemon 
of your Fathers terms them):tobe'Des 
Laitogs of Faith\?:-IF ſo, pray\whiat point 
on nh is defiied by theſs Breves? pm 
KY cre 
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there be a definition of Faithz.and nothing 
defined ? Again, was it ever heard, that-a 
Definition of Faith was ſent: in a Letter to 
a {mall number of men, ard not-direfted 
to. the. Whole Church ?- Beſides, where 
are all the CEOInY all tbe Ceremonies 
the. men themſelves ſeck for 
or in Faith itions A-1$:0ot this to ren} 


des the Catbolick Faich mare abſurd than | 


her very engnties.couldw SÞ oft won 1 
. Bur, -for-a more | 
Errour of :our« Careebiiſt« | TE 
tor Popes niore-than vin 3 Wi muet) 
probes mam yrs Þ ages ro 
ea Popes 
of! them ownifrailty:in bei ing-often ſarpri- 
xed by. miſ:igfarmatians; upon which;by 
2a-exigeht' of feeble  riature, they- wete 
foxced id ground themſelves. ' Gregory, trus 
ly.che great, Gay park 'wonder that 
a Pope ſhould be by: misihformation: cir: 
tuocavented,, rept thus; | why ao ye wou- 
dex 'that we.) aje| deceived being bat "men'? 
Have' yas nat obſerved that David 4 King 
who had-theSpirit jof # Prapivey ave aniMmn 
wt = rar echo tc ap ainft the Sou! of Jonathan! 
Who therefare-will thisk 'it fr ange that 11> 
poſtors- fhonld furprize ws' es g Wi] 
[no who; aft v0 Prophets-?.. we care! ovars 
whelmed 
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whelmed wit affairs ;, and* our, ſpirits bei 
diverted by fo wen ty things wrt" the lefs {s 
rentive to any ehivs in partvenlay, if 'H 
me) be are eo mit e $ Ery on 


Chr {8-, Dialog, I. 14, 

imT offer you, Ale Mey the Moe? 
o' in hisBreve or Lent to the” Avch: 
top of Ravenna (which is iow a Law 

yn Cano) declares thus, radia en 

ſometimes that we ſend to your Fr. 


ſuch Decrees af jou are not fern with, 2K | 


ble got your RIF at it, for you yay [5 
h reverence pt rhem ine rg or Pe 
#4 an account why » ou think; hou Pugs dy 
And we ſhall take \rt well a Youy Gant 0 1/ 
9ok- execute not any dexree which might + Beve 
beet procared from us, elther 'Þy Sar 
or Artefice.- Cap. Siquandd” m il dr 
Thus may you ſee theſe two preat Tr 
Intes —— our little Cazechift, by ou 
ing that in their Letters or By Breves, | 
bs. be Circumvented | , by Shrprize, we 
Arrifice.” 

'Perfonal Ioflibiliry he confeſſes, * is id 
Article of Faith, bur j juage it (ah he) 
definable. "Well then, We Ns in 2 fair 
way of having a new AR = Faith, if 
the' Church will rely upon dgment. 
But, -if 1 miftake not, Pe hurch fl 
| Ve 
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obey'd in the point of Canſs 
Reeder Tube At 1 nor 
Wer. th neither of them;againſt the 
; fc C Eo be obey'd. And where- 
as, he would .conclude4;;as Fon a INAX- 
im, ,thar- a ſentence of a Judge paſſed up- 
on. Misinformation, ought. ro. ftand good, 
untill it be repealed by himſelf, better infor; 
wed, or by a Syperiour. .. Nothing, is more 
certain, thay that every ſentence ofa Judge 
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(be he Pope of King), which. is repug: 
nant to the Law of God," is ipſo faflo voi 
Or null,” and that withour farther demur. 
is he xells you is a 'way to pervert all 
Tdicarife, and to plate every private þ. Ts 
My reply 
be, to put him, in a Circumſtatice OR 
his Superiour or General ro whom he 
has .vow'd Special Obedience, layes his 
Comtrands upon him which in bis Judg- 
ment learly” controol the Law of God ; 
Then't as him, What he would'Us in 
that” aſe? ? 'Will fie obey ? *twill be a fin 
againſt his Conſcience, which ' dictates 
to . him out of the' Goſpel 5 That he 
Mnuit obty God rather than a; Will he 
diſobey ? 4 That cuts the throat of his own 
Argument ; for then the ObjeQiion re- 
turns upon him, that this is to rw ga 
all, and place every private perſon ab ove the 
Fudge. What this Catechiſt will do ih 
this caſe 1 cantiot tefolve 3. but, for my 
96 1 would do what all ood men 
ave dorie upon the like occaſion ;, that 
is, I'would make uſe of my Reaſon which 
God has given me ; and, if it beclear un- 


to me, 'tifar my Superiour (be he Boys or 
Kirig) Eormmands me to fin againſt; rhe 
Law of God, I ſhould freely dſo y him, 


__— | 
but With this ſubmiſſio ion, to receive wh 
mo he ſhall inflict upen i wi 7 
ty bitte ; for this the - nature. of: all 
Covechitient requires, Now, E: 
this, T cannot be ſaid to j EN ot 
os of my Sup wot Doom 7ment 
of Ay ariey maſs ule ule oft udg- 
ment "of Diſe Hoh > ani Tee, 
mon fto overs his AG os. nd, if this 
motmhpeicd gm oem > nd danger of 
paciogs gevig perſon above the Judge ; 
or Th its to the punilhaient of the 
Judge, and onel { pretery God before Man. 
15 next po. is, That the Pope, thiy 
judge in his own Cale To. this I: an wer 
as I did.in my laſt (thoug NE 
to his cuſtomc he over-leaps 7 thar,whe 
there is a juſt cauſe of Difhoie, 3 
owns there is berwixt the LS and 
Kings in point of Depoſing, oe here is ly 


NY adge, Por! chough bat. Jet th 

udge. For, tho c 

wi Tadg e for hes mſelves = 
neither will own- that he ether has 
| Joi cauſe to'diſpute ; -yet, 1 Ih 

e juſt cauſe of Ales, neither 

can be properly Judge; for, E ons he 
Judge, the other muſt ſubmit to his 'de- 
ciſion, and 10 can have 1d Jilt cauſe"to 
diſpute. Our 
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”Y ers je > rid 

uy i CM Mt 16 04+: ies g5 th 
"4 was bo. far fram,pu bli jg zhea 

bs {everely. reprov qd Dr. Urdu 

doing &. wythputs ay, againſt 

without which go pu pn 2a 

be Authentick.; and at the FT he 


Writ . unto all the Clergy, the . 
eſe y, anlwating then RY 
th ; 6 


T3. to bea.dv 8 | 

Law. a6 Nay, 
7 Ipeieey th em elyes (wh 
d. pr red from the P 


Foe 
Nem- 


er 9 q Gets in 
10 t@ bave red;the 


1 they preſented 
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Smith, is ſo obſcure, and of fo little con- 
cert to the main” > fats, that to redeem 
farther trouble of ar arguing it with ith, * Ji 
ſhall rather afford him ' fone grains * 
allowance, and: refer him to,my EG 
mg diſcourſe, than trifle time, in a Ut 
ter, which; though 1 ir be granted, will a 
vail him porhiog. 

- Another inftance of miſin rmation 1 
took from the word Murtherd in, the 
Oath,' which was tranflated by the term 
Occfai, which is. a Generical id: and 
may be uſed in a good or bad ſetice : 
er ry the. word Marther 1s alwayes the 
Killing a man againſt the Taw of God. 
He Mar: thar, if this *were ſo, ny 
when the Command, non Occides, is tran 
laxed into this Engliſh, "Tho# + ſhalt not Kill, 
it were to milinform rhe People of God's 
Command. "His Inference 'would be ve- 
th proper, if the Church 'in her Cate 

iſm did not. declare what fort-of Kit- 

ling God did prohibir by his Law, Teſer- 
ving to the Magiſtrate the power of bl 
Sword” and this Anfwer was' nephe it 
before, . it being an ObjeQtion'T had mare 
Ty TA Top one for there T re 
ply'd, 'that "in the Decalogye the Chit oh 
k nor ry\d vp. to, the ) lain 4nd [opnng 
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 ſenteof thewords, as weare by the Oath, 
Then he asks; Whether any car think" the 


word Occidere Wpplyd'to Hhe'Sacred Perfons 
of Kings, tan figHifie Charite-mealey > if not, 
fayes' he," / 7mflies an Unlavful Killing. 
How ? ls there-no mean betwixe Chanee- 
medky; and'\-Unlawful Killing? ' What 
thinks he of Killing by the'ftroke of Ju- 
ſtice ?' Is that either Chance-medley,'or 
Untawful 7. Again; what! coriceit has he 
of all thoſe "Authors cited. in- my former 
Letters for defending the Lawfulnefs'of 
Killing Kings"in' caſe of-refiſtance after 


depoſition ? ' Did! they :not" "believe and 


maitnitain,' that' depoſition” did* deſecrate 
their perſons; 'and conſequently, that Kil- 
-ling them, incaſe of refulalto'be-depoſed, 
was lawful? Did they believe it either 
Chance-medley,” 'or Unlawfal:?. Pray Tet 
him peruſe *the places cited; and then 
give his Judjzmerit. Since therefore words 
are- not to be underſtood at his rate, Lcon- 
tude that the plain and cotnmon ſence of 


. the word  Murther, whick::the Oath re- 


quires we ſhould-Ntand tooy-is not expreſ- 
{ed by Occid#>*conſequently' the Pope'was 
ſe 


* 


"impoſed uponby-the Tranflator,&the Oath 
irbigd 


en is' not'our Oathv of Allegiance; 


'''> The” Pope having by his'Breve' dech- 
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be well enough knows 


ped thot 


that the Oat th without prejudice 10 Gathn- 
lic Ap os a $eſvaties oo Souls ran- 
it contains many things 

eprgnant #0 F aith and 


We "hom: 0) of what we- ate ignorant 
(thar being 4 matter of ſaQt, for the moſt 
part depending from -our ſences; ant al- 
wayes concelled, within our own Breaſts) 
and, finee it.isfo far from-being well e- 
mough known--to us: that] there is aqy 
thing ih the Oath repugnaat: to Faith or 
Salvation, that: neither our ſelves could 
byer ſos? It; "Nor Our Adverſaries, 
hoſe -conpety fit is to dilcpunitenance this 
Qath, tould!afrer ſo many years induſtry 
Point it out, from hewen l: ſay qapghte 
har 4t was gd the will of-elje P 
blige us. by. #1s Breves © abſtain ag 

mgthis Qath.” And fretn this knowhedge 
Herived from Fences and-thus concealed, 
I #fſerted: that' every Wi kejows whit (he 
- knows upd; 2 what. oe -knaws got novel 


tell him, Alþon this to--vender me dis: 
#eſpc Sfull i to his Holyaelb he Gogh out 
Tr ODEs lomg 


than any man, toe; the "Pape red 


4 a —@ 24 <a 


wh 


ſome £3 words theix fellows 
by which oy * 70 hb iro and then 
declares Fhallenge the Pope to 
make goad; h1 oY = It is rather 
an op, profeffing our is 
gorance of what the Pope luppoſe 

to be. knowing. Afrer this, he runs 


{e]f our of Breath with queſtions = 
dy anſwered, as thus, 1s zot this agai 
Faith, is not that (0, is not 4 Third, Fourt 
;' Fifth thing ſo f To all which in their 
ue places] haye given my anſwer. Now 
: exelling & his ACCOUNEY Tos his 


Nik 
: to be 


Firſt, _ declared the Po 
the Soveraign Ju > Job ofthe Lawfulneſs of 
an Oath, ar the time he offers to 
take an Oath: i in defiance of the Pope's 
agg you. , he _ the King to 

JUpre u in emporalls 5 yer 
will nog Hl fl Judge of what is 
T inthe Oath. Thirdly, he would 
. hayet COn of Princes, the Lives 
rad Fortunes of SubjeQts to ſtand or fall 

rom. the Hinge f = Dons Opn of a 
= RR IS 

y olicks without their war- 
Konya inſt rruth. Febly, he holds 
tters of a FADg direted to 
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x few men fo' be as Infallible' asa Faith- 
Gekinktin Sothatas many Pe periods as are 
in the Popes Breves, or' pnivate” Letters, 


{6 many pred prion Ap Faith' are coiti- 


Lo 


ed."'Sixthly, he is certain the 'Pope''is 
Infallible, but ” with "what Certainty he 
Ktidws not. Seventhly, right or wrong, a- 


"Sift the Law of 'Ged, or With it, a 


Judge, he holds, muſt be obeyed: - Eight- 


ly, he is injurious to the Memory of _ 


Blackwell” the” Arch-Prieft. Ninethly, 


ar Hor” berwixt* Kotlaws Mr 
Laſtlyj'' he makes the Pope 


Omniſtient. Reverend Fachery Is this Chri- | 


ſtigh) Dyftine! | 


i « Y - 
elantit's 10 991; OQIGT2YOC. 


mn. 


70 een Imt= TE" 


7H \ Goats 708 of he Catechifhs- E cemined 


Ti Hd Eoritiſibg df this Bodk-is ah un- 
hike 'the: play of "Blind "nians'"Buff, 
whete he 4 rikes at *A _— *ithour 
iepard”to; Friend! or' Foe ; " Thileke 
toad fro without any thin of n 
Will you Fave'4 'taftipf his'K&ii hoes FF 
his FRO" ? "Thus then ; 1 prod ed. SiX- 
en, of the mot” 'confiderabfe" firhe S6- 
Cie. all France; promiſing to'the Ring 
Unger" Uri, hands*to Sublcribe*to th 


Cen- 
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-Cenſure of the Sorboxn and never to teach 


ag ainft the Sorbon in this point. The Ceri- 


fare is that the DoQrine of depoſing lng Kings 
f 


is falſe, erroneous, contrary to the word 
Goa, &c. To this'Cenſure he will not 
ow! that the, men of your ' Society ſub- 


ſcribed," but” onely 'that *hey Fabferibe to 


the condemnation of Santarellus whoſe Book 
contained more than that. If then they did 


'"nqt ſubſcribe to the Cenſure againſt de- 
hobagl DoQrin,* having | ſo religiouſly pro- 


it_to the' in their dec 


tion of the” Sixteenth of March," 16 16. 


where 'is Honeſty ?/ 1s” not 'this to caft 


Ute upon the FE of his 6wnFathers ? 


"But grant,” files he; they did ſubſcribe 
to'the Cenlure; . ard | . they rontk to what 
ubferibed p 's Fain 


R 
Rvear: to whar hE&IWill Hgious Refals +0 ey 
ſcribe? 'If what + opus be true, 
what' harm” is there | 


 Rankes/ to wear” 5 I Tf it"? Won * 48, 


whit! honeſty taji ſabſcribe' toir; 1 for 
this to: 'beſp ter i Propel Fathe 
He advanges” thus, Gus the Su abferpe 

Df SRetec Fefuirs maths the DHFFnt 0 5 
poſing HereticalP | anſwer, 16. Biir this 
argucs that ſore jeſie have: (Oro 


po he 4 . 
els: yen 


F tus. Qwh dy 
Fone. wha: uſe po fay fp 
thoſe 


Sy neg LO 
ages ks were. Meme 18 fs | 


q, 

WHY 
tor. tooebing depoling poſing Dothin, & 
Ls. \ Her nd Apaitacy : Now 
ISO), 3ALNSS: AVLOg 1 COMMUNION 
Q.fne Ui of Ranpe,, 15925 
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feſſes may pofſibly'be no Pope, as not be: 
ingBaptized, Ordained, or being ſimonia: 

cally Eleted;: &c_) which is fiot to ſwear 

the 7erwh of a thing in it ;{elf,- but'as ir 
isin''the ſ\vearers judgnient, | who has 
for! warrant * of this honeſty a moral Cer: 
taifty,: whatever'the rh 1 wir ſelf-ma 
pony be. '-Isnot{this to play at blind- 

uft/and contradift' himſelf? - © 

/- At-the winding-up- of his- Carechiſi 
he: propaunds to himſelf a queftion, of 

all hitherto, i miy'be; the: inofh Im 

ratit.”* Fis 'this's « beet Gives i to pf fi ies 

he; : that" the Popes s''Declarttion 'binds to'a 

Compliance "in wot taking the Outh, 'evek 

with )the loſs of \Laberty, fe; and Fortunes, 

Jeong: the ' Prbcdpes' T. the! Charch: do. not '0- 

o with: ſp wh tigour ?.! and he anſwers 
yy ſelf al the words. following ; becauſe ſaies 
he, :the. Law of 'God obliges ns _ to take 

«1:Uhet flOu and the od'is"int- 

' Now the Pope: ;igh 5 2p 'O- 

wlegntion: of x0t, taking the. Oath \thibe « part 
of: 1God!'s Law, frontmbence follows that 
"fs nidiſp penſable* On the contrary the ÞPre- 

the Church rare di) leg: and 'e- 

{7 ek uot to the: forfeiture. of-Lives,"\and For- 
tet. The Queſtion put, 51 confeſs, 45 

teat ding _ but'in his anfwerhe con- 


founds 
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founds himſelf, though from both 1 con-, 
clude, his. ſence muſt be. thus, 'that the 
Oath is. not therefore indiſpenſable 'be- 
cauſe it is prohibited by the Pope, for that 
would not, oblige us with the hazard of 


- $i. i... oi © oi ai Ig © db ad 


"te 


Lives ang; Fortunes, but becauſe' it, 1s a- 
gainſt the Law, of God antecedent. to. the 
Pope's prohibition, and the Pope now as 
Cventy ETodentable,” This. Ty; 
equently - tis Indiſpenſable. This, .I ay, 
muſt bets LE if he has any. "For 
when he tells, us that, God obligeth "ns 
not to'take an unlawful.Oath,” the Queſti- 
on returns what makes an Oath Unlaw- 
full? If it be the Pope's prohibition 
onely, .thar's- diſpeoſable ;. if it be the 
Law. of God, antecedetit to the Foe $ 
prohibition, *tis- therefore indiſpenſable. 
This: being ſo, 1 ask whether this pro- 
hibition or declaration of the Pope be”a 
definition of Faith, or no? If it be, 
where is the thing defined, without which 
'tis impoſſible there ſhould be a Definition? 
Beſides, is not every man free to maintain 
any oneclauſe or propoſition of the Oath, 
without doing. the leaſt, injury to. the 
Po s$ prohibition or declaration ? 'For, 
whoever affirms that the Pope's Prohi- 
birion falls upon any particular Clauſe, is 
"4 "Yd too 


_ % Prohidirioti, "ho Vat! : 
ings Po of the ©: 
of Faith ? Cleatly then Wu 
claration By this Breves is” Tub, 
Gong oh private, Opin i nt oi 

re 
why it ſhould. Hlige e the Cate 


*# Englend with the loſs of Liberty, For- 
tines and Lives, Tince Tie ' gh e pre 
cepts of the Church do not, 
to-be inftrufted by a jug Hoke Hp 
nor do I think he. rains own life 'fo 
little as to hazard.it upo Private G: 
inion of the Pope, F ibyer 1 


d and Holy. Die EWA, he 
ſhut, pardon drtiers who are not: of ils 
tall 

To convince him that Yortie Breves 'of 
Popes may pals un- -obey's, T inftancef 
in Nicolas, fn .Celeſlin. Me*ander, an 
moſt ary in Boatfate the Eight, 
Who in his Bi ol 4p agairiſt the' Frencetr' | 
deelared bimſelf” rot oily Supream' in $þ+- 
rituals, but alſo. in Yemporth 
were Hereticks who -hel4 other wiſe. 'To 


theſe 


Defedeion 
=p Oh: | 


AV 


, nd that al 
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nds rhe. Ny bel 


fs Ob 
porgh ket and at ihe 


W900 0 
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ar ark 
Sg t9 , fan | neg 9), Fathi 


x6 a kitthe ws 


te djeion againſt rear 
that theſe Errours were ts 


nts Opin of is 9. yield 
Toca a tht Boe s iy 
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ns 
we oy Oe 


dr om 


| | Tſeng 


; grunt heck ii O: 
; ions, ns, al roms 
| n-aff EITOUT. Wy does 1t 1mMPpore th 
this ES be dy one or, twa P 
Hever ho he 


Pe we are. at waged on 


private Fs of EO: for W 
wes are px Wh 
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ear Hy ms ol elves or 0 =_ 
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ind never to be obey'd to-- the 

bance of the Peace of the 2.ths diſk, 
this without any diſreſpe& to the "Holy 
See. fo Kiobgkit © St. Bernard (to omit ma- 
) Who gives this leflon to. our 
Catech » that the #5] See* has this 
"fo# which * "Hs much celebrated, that it Hands 
uot". apon anttilices of honour, but is eaſſ- 
ly prev ' with, to retfatf that. which by 
Ze, had leh procartd fr from AY Ts 
bed but juit Tl n0' body ſhould thrive by 
joſe * that. efp fpecth = 'befors 1 rhe Ho 

ly See. ertard-E Epift $00 
He was now come t6*the laſt pe m7 
of his Catechiſn, when he thout ne it 
little 


expedient 'to make. a deeper 
ahem minds ol his Readers of Th. 


ler, or many” of his ion and in 
Tet Elders dothink requilit toan Gas, fe 
aS" WAS made out 'in 'the Jaſt.” $6 ond, all 


he imputes it as a Crime'to thie {weate: th; 
that Foal do nor by itheir' Ofth 'exetue kn 
as well 


e Temporal power - of the Pope 


3 
s 
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and of other Princes; as: onely the Spirr* 
tual power of the Pope ;| asf other Prin- 
ces, and; the ,Pope as. a! Temporal Prince; 
may not right theraſlvesby force of arms 
and invade.the. King's Dominions, as the 
may. theirs in caſe 'of wrong done: him; 


and reciprocally poſſes themſelves of.new 


Conquelts ?. Cr, as if King James and thar 
Parliamens, by whom the Oath wasmade 
a Law,were to be begged. for Fools? Thizd- 
ly, he deludes his reader again 1n decla- 
ring that we by the particle. 4s1n the, Oath, 
doe onely, mean Siniilitude : This I lay 
is.a deluſion ; for we. do not onely afſert 
that this particle as joyned to Improus and 
Heretical, may be taken for a Similitnde, 
but alſo for Identity; and that, in the 
pliinand common ſence of the particle ; 
and, moreover, that *tis in the choice: of 
a {wearer to mean either Smnilitude- or 
Identity. Nor 1s it. materiall in which ſence 
he ſwears, provided his abhorrence or de- 
teſtation "t the DoQtrine be the ſame 
in either. Fourthly, he blames the: {wea- 
fer, that engaging. by Oath to diſcover 
all 'Freaſons,, he omits ro difcover fome: 
that. are.fuch by Law, ,as alſo Treaſons 
known in Conteſſion. As if an Oath were 
not: framed. of words, p08. /words . were 
F NOT 
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not to be regulated by concomitant Cir- 
cumftances, and Pro SwbjetFa Materia ; as 
has been declared both by the Law and 
Law-maker. Fifthly, he charges the Iwea- 
rer with this Perjury, that at the {aint 
time he ſwears to uſe no ſecret reſtrvati- 
on; he aQually has in his mind a ſecret 
reſervation ; as if reſtriction of words 


known to be ſuch by common Circum- 


ſtances were ſecret reſervations; or, as if 
what is not hid, but open to the whole 
world, were ſecretly referved. Finally, 
he faults the Oath, that by it is {worn that 
the Pope cannot authorize any forraign 
Prince to invade the King, but not that 
he cannot implore hisaid to invade him ; 
as.if to implore Aid and Authorize wete 
one and the ſame thing. What remains 
is the modell of an Oath he would pre- 
ſent rhe King, to be taken by his SubjeQs ; 
the juggle of which is diſcovered 1n the 
beginning of this my Anſwer to his Ca- 
techiſm ; to repeat it will be too tedions, 
and I am heartily weary of ſtill rowling 
the ſame ſtone, which his conſtant repe- 
tition of the ſame things has forced me 
upon: Wherefore, having made our ac- 
counts even 'in the forepoing —_— 
I ſhall alfo Rate thoſe of his 'concluſion 


of 


of. the Catechiſm and. fo end. 
+: FirÞ, He puts three ſlurs. ypon his wn 
bers, 10, pojot of honeſty, 
M1 uf . He obtrydes upon vthers 
his own dreams as their ſayings, _ 
Thirdly, He is guilty of that for which 
he blames his Adyerlary, and ſees ir 
nor. | : 
| Fourthly, He cpnfounds the Pope's 
private Opinion with a Faith - definitt- 


Fifthly, He would facrifice all the 
Catholicks of England to the Pope's pri- 
vate Opinion. | GR 

Sixthly, Either he thinks the Decree 
of Popes muſt in no caſe be diſobeyed- 
or, if he thinks they may, he dares not 
give a rule for it. | 

Seventhly, He commits three impof- 
Finally, He underſtands not the dif- 
ference betwixt Authorizing and Implo- 
ring Aid, and isa great ſtranger to ſecret 
vation. Reverend Father, Is this Con- 
cluſion of his Catechiſm, Chriſtian Doc- 
trine? For to you and, to the impartial 
reader, as he commends his Catechiſm, 
fo ſtall I my anfwer ; res it and weigh 


Z I; 


(164) 


it : the more ſevere you are-inthe exami- 
ning of it, the more kind you will be to 
your ſelf and me; fince Truth and no- 
thing but Truth is the Game we are in 
purſuit of. | 


Reverend Father, 
Your ever Faithful, 


A. B. 


THE 
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1 


ANSWER 
| HotiEs: To His 


APPENDIX. 


" Reverend Father, 


"1 He Catechiſt, having printed and 
| publiſh't his Catechiſm, he thoughe 

- fit to ſend poſt after. it an Appen- 
dix in a Manuſcript, by way, I ſuppoſe, 
of Refutation, of it ; for I never ſaw two 
things more. at odds one with another, 
than the Catechiſm and this Manuſcript 


| are. For,-in his Nizeth Chapter of the 


Catechiſm , he gives out that. the Gere- 
ral fence of Catholicks is to: hold the Pope 
to be Infallible in points of Dottrine, and he. 
himſelf tells you he is certa/z the Pope 7s 1n- 
fallible 1n deciding points of doQtrine ;- 
and, though he owns that *tis not Faith 
that the Pope is Infallible, yet he judges. 
| | L'3 it 
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it defineable. Now againſt himſelf he ap- 
gies thus in his manuſcript ; #hat, ie 
he, if the Pope ſhould ond; 4 man Fo 

the depoſing Dottrine to be an Article of . Faith? 
he anſwers, him{lf thus, he ought mot to 
becobeyed ; and he gives for his reaſon, be 
cauſe he 1s certain *tis no Article of if Faith, 
Is not this rare dodging with the Kin 
and Pope? Inthe arectiiOn, Chap.Nine 
he was certain the Pbpe was Fnfallible 
in deciding Faith, the Popt idw {1n the 


hypothelis]has declared 2 point of Dotrin 


to be of Faich, and comma, ns hun, to 
{wear it to be ſq, but Is pete 70 be Obey. 
ed :” nay, he aſyres your is Eertajn- 
ry againſt rh Pope's Y oENGity; againſt 


not this ro hike the Pope infallible” 
not pans Bubohin) + leaſes ?A kl,Bb ri 
In the Catechiſm and in the Appehiars,! 
clares the Pope to be J [70G the Law 
fulneſs 6r Unlawfulnefs of 4d Oath; Thi 
being ſo, Joes n6t the Pope pe rhe hoc 
mands him ro ſwear hel ting Dori 
fo be an Article of Fzith) by ſath a conti- 
mand declare that Oath to bet Lawful for 
hith to take? Clratly theh roKy the Pope 
it that tafe is trot to be obey, is to 


make him Judge and no julie as to the 


W- 
Dn 


which  tertainty the Pope exfhror 'detlare. 
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Lawfulneſs of an Oath. Finally , in his 
Nineth Chapter has he not declared the 
Pope to be Soveraign Fudge in Spiritualls ? 
If then he ſhall declare it to be an Ar- 
ticle of Faith that by vertue of his Spiri- 
tual Power he can depoſe Kings, ought 
not this Catechiſt believe that power or 
right to be a Spiritual Right, and conſe- 
quently, obey when the Pope ſhall com- 
mand him to {wear it ? In his Appen- 
dix he tells you, no; for he has a demon- 
ſtration againſt hisown Catechiſm. Rid- 
dle now my riddle, what's this? Infalli- 
ble, and not infallible, a Judge and no 
Judge, a Soveraign and no Soveraign, 

ow can that be ? Reverend Father, Are 
theſe the Myſteries of ChriſtianDoQrine ? 
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| ' THE 


DECREE 


Of the FATHERS" of the-/ 


Scion of* {cſus 


of the Enghſb Province, 


At" their” TPreabaicial; 'Corigregatioh 
<4 : made; againſt 'the'Oath of: 


Alegtatree, 
7 ; At; Ghept,;.the ;Fifch day of = the 
'Preſens Year, 1681. 


a 

"Dome Aitmiadverſions upon i It, 
a Fee "XK I349 3 4V 

| part we "Way | Hldah with 
unifo? is ain 

ſelves in-the emannery 


-tonching the Day. of 
Ince, 91 


our 
at 
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Firſt, Let us all p2ofeſs 
that as much Obedience and 
Fidelity ought to be fincere- 
ly {wo2n and erhibited to our 
King fzom every one of ns, 
as- 18 wont to be fivorn and 
erhibited to any Princes what- 
{oever 'from- other Catholick 
Subſeets. 


Secondly, That the Dath, as 
{t is, ſprinkled With ma- 
ve taken, as being eondemned 
by many Breves of Popes. 


-; Thirdly, Bf auy.(againſd the 
Decrees of Popes)have taught 
the tozeſaid Math. £0 be law- 


x God) boltþoue Pub- 
lick Recgytatcon, eltber made 
or ſacredly p20 nin” "ey 


Fourthly, 
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Fourthly, Thoſe who againft 
thetr Conſcience Have taken 
the Oath, let them be depri- 
ved of Abſolution, wechout 
manifeſt ſigns of Repenta 
and p2omiſe of Arendinend 
foz the future, A thoſe 
who with a good Conſcience - 
have taken i A to be @- 
ſtructed : and if they renonnce 
it, are to be abſolyed, 


Fifthly, Let care be taken, 
leſt either too much facility, oz 
mozoſity tn aVUUinge bzeed 
Scandal, 
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Exceptions | 


 Apainſt 
The foregoing DECRE E. 


Gainſt this Conſult, _ the Decrees 
made by 'it, there are any Excep- 


tions. 

Firſt. A few men overvoting the reſt 
of the Conſult, and locking up, with 
the key of pretended Authority, the 
Underſtanidings of the /eſſer number of the 
Conſult, and-of all'thoſe who. are not .in 
the Conſult, do Tyrannize over them ; 
and oblige them, when a queſtion is pur 
(whether the Oath be True or Falle, 
or evil) to; an{wer in the. ſence "£909 
Conſult, though: their diftamen of er 
Teience be againſt it. So that a Lay- 
Perſon who'makes.choice of a Confeſſor 
-out : of this Society for ,his..Vertue and 
Learning, and; thinks to. find an Oracle 
in” r ham, is gull'd. For, 'tis the Cong 
| tnat 


(x74) 
that ſwayes, by whom this Confeſſor 
otherwiſe  hisconſeience) 
muſt adviſe and Wir therefore, 


when "tis giyen ' 
great Cneat; Tor y 
_ than half of them are for it, but 
over-aw 't by _ Conſults to 
E vowed ohnedien | 
- geen: ubmit; be >haiſſh 
pelled the Order. 
Secondly, Todetermin'of an Oath whe- 
ther it be True or Falſe, Lawfull or Un- 
Lawful by number of votes of fuch Com- 
rminties Leven in their fulleſt Aﬀembly) 
is to throw Cre or Pile, event or odd, 
In the Tearch'of Truth. For, if the: votes 
happento be 044, thenthe Oath is True, 
Or, if you'will, Falſe - but, af they be 
even, "0s & drawn match ; and then at 
maſt be putto the vote again till an _— 
one 'ftarts yp, and that muſt carry | 
In ook: _— of Laws for the well 
Ft voy . -— hers wa hs = 
t ura or number of votesm 
1 Leomnft thoſk Taws'lmve all thats 
orce rd bind (the members of the com- 


munity, from the number-of votes. But 


The Truth of an Oath or «he 'Conformi- 
ty 


» 
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ty it has to the Law of God, is independenr 

off atiy Votes of the Comtnunitles, and 
Truth it felf, and known by a ratio- 
nal mah, (ſuch as preachers of the 'Gof- 
arog 1aÞo be) not by a Pluratity 6f 
atts, bat by the Laws of Gbd, and Rea- 
{on, or byah Authority infallible : forthar 
to put Triithto the vore, atid att againſt 


conkience, is uticxcaſable. 

The fit Articte of this Decree prom» 
ſeth much in ſhew, but perforths trothing 
inſubſtance ; it equivocates withthe King 
and-in the cad detudes him. For, when 
they offer to wear thefamne Allegiance 
to Him as other Catholick SubjeQs do to 
afly Princes Whatlbever, either thoſe Prin- 
cs are in Cottimmunion With the Church 
of Rome, or out of it; if they are in 
cotftimunion with the Church of Rome, 
they have no reaſon'to fear the Depoling 
Power, fine the men of the Depoſing 
Sctiool have taught it only practicable 
in poitit of Hereſie and Apoſtacy ; and 
therefore our of ſome reaſon of ſtate, may 
ſafely wore ofnit in their. Oath the re- 
riouncing of that Power. But, if thoſe 
Princes be-otit -of cortitiunion with the 
THI0h of Roitie, I know not whether 
they have felt the finart of the depoling 
on Doctrine 


| (176) 
DoQrine ; ſure 1 am our Princes, as: Hen: 
7y the Eighth, Queen Elizabeth, and Kin 
Fames have run the riſque of it both 54 
their Crowns and Lives; * and, conſe- 
quently, their-Succeſſqurs have reaſon to 
<xaQ the renouncing of it, whilſt "0+ 
ther Princes. may not. Beſides, if other 
Princes require leſs of their SubjeQs than 
they may, muſt we who are SubjeQs 
pay leſs duty to our Prince than 1n Juſtice 
e requires ? Paley: | 
The ſecond Article is a great errout ; 
for, after ſo many OD) never yet 
could they find the leaſt poſition” a- 
Fainſt Catholick Faith in this Oath ; 
ahd thoſe who by importurity wreſted 
atiy Decrees from the Pope, ſugpeſted un- 
to him (as is manifeſt by their writ- 
tings) that his Power of -Excommunicati- 
on and Supremacy in Spirituals was taken 
from him by this Oath ; ſo that thoſe Breves 
were procured by aftifice and ſurprize. 
But, admit. the Pope had - condemned 
it, "if that muft deterr us from taking it, 
1 know no Oath of Allegiance which re- 
nounceth either the Pope's power of de- 
poſing, or the exerciſe of that power, but 
may by ſome Pope. of other be condem- 
ned, whiteſt that Pope aſſerts, his power 
| { aw. - 4 I 34 $F © to 
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to Depoſe. - Nay, the Oath which the Fe- 
ſuits. themſelves offer to take may run the 
lame- Fate; and ſo no Allegiance muft 
beipay'd to the King but ſuch as the 
_—_ will allow him, which may be none 
at 'all. 

.- The third and fourth Article, are the 
vain Attempts of Men without Authori- 
ty. For, to frame Decrees for _— 
and abſolving Sinners is the great Wor 
of the Hierarchy of the Church; of which 
neither are theſe few Men of the Conſult, 
nor the whole Body of the Society afty 


The laſt Article of this Decree, rela- 
ting to too much facility or moroſity in 
ablolving Penitents, is ſomewhat ambi- 
dextrous, - and ſeems to afford a caſe for 
every rich man's Conſcience. It wants 
an Oeaipus to clear it's ſence ;* but, if 
Practice be the beſt interpreter of words, 
there will be found who will conſtrue it 
thus; If a powerful or wealthy man 
comes to Confeſſion, and having taken 
the Oath will not recant and renounce 
it, ' then to diſmiſs him withour Abſolu- 
tion ſhall be eſteemed: too much moro- 
fity'; but, if a weak or poor man comes, 
then to Abſolve him without recani- 

M ing 
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10g Or renouncing it {hall be deemed too 
much facility ; which manner of carri 
ſayours-too ſtrong of I'rvdentis Cannis.:''! 
Some of the Society have taken 'this 
way to cloud the Oath of Allegiance, we 
do not, ſay they, make the Pope his own judge 
in the caſe betwixt himſelf and the King, 
as to the depoſing Power, but only as to'the 
Lawfulneſs, or Unlawfulneſs of the Oath, 
which being an act of Religion, "tis his part 
to qudge of it. This, I ſay, is a-manifeft 
eluſion of the Oath, and collufion with 
the world. For, if the Pope owns in' 
himſelf a right to depoſe the King, *tis 
evident he may and will declare all Oaths bf 
Unlawful that ſtood in his way and are' hut, 
repugnant to his preſumed right ; nay," it 
he may frame an Oath, and (being the 
only Judge of the Lawfulneſs of his own- 
Oath) oblige all Catholicks to ſwear that 
he has power to depole the King, which 
is. to make him Ablolute Judge of the De-t 
poling Power, Thus you fee, theſe Ca-' * 
rechitts and Framers of Decrees, give us- 
many hollow-hearted words concerning / 
Allegiance ; which, when. we come.'to'! IW- 
graſp them, flip thraugh our fingers; va- : Jw 
nith into Ayr and figuify juſt nothing. ' $1 


THE Þ{ 
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The Subſcription of threeſcore 
Dogtorsof the Sorbon to the Math 
of Allegrance , vindicated a- 

gainſt ſome frivolous Exceptions, 


XK 7 Hen a Maa is ſeized with the utch 

of Cavelling, nothing can eſcape 
tis Nails ; but thoughhis 'itch be tacura- 
ne, - and his: Nails Will grow, yet they 
nay be pared. The DoQors of Sorbow;who 
have Subſcribed to the Oath of Allegiance, 
hs Þer'd to do it without any explanation ; 
re' Put, being adviſed: to declare themſelves 
{pon that part of the Oath, wherein ſore 
ader Conſciences ſ{crupl'd, they: freely 
amply'd, and ſign'd an Explanation, thus 
hat  uthfully tranſlated into Erg/iſh. 


_———__— 


ca- The Subſcription of the Sor- 


| on bon Doctors. - 
10: FI FJE under written Di- 
va- 1 + vities and Doctors 


_Frhe Sacred Fn of Pa- 
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is in the other page conceived, | * 
may with ſafety of Faith and 
Conſcience-be- taken by' E 

liſh Catholicks; ſo that to 
 wo2ds Depoſed and Murthered'Ffn 
the p2opolition,. which A 
the depoſition and murther 
Princes, and which is condem- 
ned: as Heretical ] be: taken 
jointly ; nap alſo, though (t- 
parately, ſo notwithſtanding th 
that the Heretical pzopoſition, | 
fo2as-much_ as-tit aſſerts that 
Pyinces may be Depoſed, be] 
taken materially (that is con- 
trary to the n302d of God) 
and fo2mally alſo fo2 as much] 
as it adds that they map b 
Hurthered. 


"This Declaration or Subſcription was 
given by. threeſcore. at Jealt of the Sorbot 
DoCtours, and is now. the Subje& of Ci 
vill, Jong | it- Was  belbre theſe Cavillers 

would 
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| ; would own' to their friends in Eneland 


that the DoQors had ſubſcribed, and e- 
-ven''to' this day. ſome of them do out- 
face the Sun: but whoſoever now will 
be any: longer i deceived, 1s infatuated. 
Thoſe who are conſcious'to the trurh'of 
this: Sub{cription and*cannot longer con- 
.ceal itihave ſtil} 'for refuge their little arts 
toelude it;which ſhall be laid open in theſe 
following; paragraphs, 

17A lay rey, Parthian Divines, famons 


if -45- well for Piety as Learnins, domake little 


'Or - 0 ' account of the foreſaid Subſcription, 


| for theſe following reaſons. Before I weigh 


the: reaſons, *tis expedient to clear their 
1 terms; for ſee I have to do with men 
1 well skilld in the equivocating crafr. 
Firſt then, I beſeech them to declare 
who theſe:Pariſiar Divines are {0 famous 
for Piety rand Learning ; for words are 
no payment. Are they the Divines of the 
'Faculty of Paris, or are they the Divines 


2” of the Society of Jeſuites? for both may 


be Pariſian Divines, but both are not of 
the: Faculty of Paris. If they be of the 
Society, tis well known that Books prin- 
{ ted by ſome of them aflerting the depo- 

lingDoQtrin were condemned both by the 


24-4 Churchand State, and ordered to be burnt 
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10 Par:s, and the whole order. baniſht 
thence, upon that account; fo that they 
are not the-men to be conſulted in this 
cale, the Qath being deftruQtive-to that 
Dottrin,;\Though,. at this preſent,; there 
15, Teaſ0n to believe that the men of that 
Society in' Fraxce are of a different judg- 
meat from their brethren elſewhere. Bur, 
if they be Divines of the Faculty of Paris, 
what warrant is there under their hands 
fox..1s? For to believe that theſe renown- 
ed-'Divines would. renounce . that:1o an- 
cient and and famous Cenſure brought by 
the, whole Univerſity againſt Depoling 
Dottrin, declaring 'ivro be perry: if dife, exro- 
e645, | agalnit the word of God (as they muſt 
do i4f. they value: not' this fubkcnption) 
Jequires more. than'the bare wards»f the 
allzriers. I ſhall alſo examine! their pre- 
tendgs, neafors ; tor, alchaugh they give 
ont that'tis the yoiceof Facob, yer I doubt 
not bur toevince that the hands be of Efas, 
The firſt realon. is becauſe this Sb- 
{cription does fatally contradid two Breves 
of ,Payl the fifth dcoreetiry with: delther ation 
$434k it' is not. Lawfnl for Catholicks: wath'a 
fafe.' Conſcience te:take: the foreſaid Oath, 
/{nge, Wy, contains many things retugwant' to 
Faith, &., Whartlikelihood ts: there _ 
| £11S 
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this reaſore ſhould be urged by any Di- 
vines of Sorbon who' could not be igtio- 
rant that at. the fame time the whole Uni- 
verſity of Sorboz declared igainſt theDe- 
poſing DoQrin, as new,falſe,croreous, 8569+ 
_ #rary to' theword. of God, ome Popes' had 
before aflumed 'that Power, and did at- 
tenipt,.Both by Breves and Bulls too, to 
put 1tin execution. Beſides, what is more 
tamiliar 'td: the Sorbon than to aſſert the 
DoGtrins of ' the Gallican Church, and the 
Authority of their Kings, againſt any Breve 
a> Bull whatſoever ! Nay,- the Frexch Fe- 
ſuits themſelves have by long experience 
found: it now: expedient*to- difobey the 
Popes Breves or Bal's which are not con- 
fiſtent with the Policy: of Frazte 5/8 is 

manifefted inthe caſes of father Mei-2b9w 
the French Kings hiſtorian, and the F#ſh- 
itt; of Tholonſe, in point of the Repalta. 
'Fo fix then this:reaſon upon the Divities 
of  Sorbo# or the- Feſuits of France is ''to 

impoſe upon them. a: 
''The {cond Reaſon 118, [Becauſe the 
. Propoſition. in which the whole difficulty is 
found, cannot' be taken- jointly but ſeparate- 
' by as the words are, and this truth is ſhew- 
en"*by the Learned Perot.. 1 am glad to 
. hear the whole: difficulty of ' the Oath 
is reduced to one Propoſition. But, what 
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will the Catechiſt ſay to this, who has 
found a knot in every Ruſh? Howe- 
ver, ſince the'Subſcribers, who are three- 
ſcore at leaſt, 'do aſlert, that it we be 
taken jointly, why muſt we paſs by 
them and yeeld our Aſent to theſe De- 
vines in Maſcarade, or to one Perot 
(whom, notwithſtanding, the Cate- 
chit himſelf in a former Print, owns to 
have altered his Opinion; if ſo, quem 
ſequatus es errantem, ſequere penitentem) 
there being no reaſon alledged in his or 
their Defence, But, to convince . them 
that ſuch: " Er may: be . taken 


*Ti;- lawful. to' live honeſt or: teal, the 
ſence either may, be, that *ris lawful'tb 
do \either ofthem, and then that propo- 
fin is' taken jointly, and 'is formally 
Heretical'z 'or the ſence. may be, that 
'7is\ tawful to-do ſome one:of them, arid 
.thea the propoſition is taken ſeparately, 
and 1s not heretical. The ſame in pro- 
portion T'aftirm of this other propoſiti- 
. on; *Tis Lanful to Depoſe. or Murther, 
which taken jointly, is formally Hereti- 
cal, becauſe malum ex quolibet defettu.; - 
but taken ſeparately, 1s materially herett- 
cal in reſpeQ- of one part, - and formal- 


ly 


jointly. or; ſeparately, I inſtance in this, | 


cofivenient that one 
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ty-in'reſpeQ of the other; nor, is it in» 
predicate © may dt- 
verlly afteQ' different SubjeQs, eſpecially 
both ſences being plain and common. - 

The third Reaſon is, Becauſe the - Sub- 
ſeribing 'Dottors without cauſe ' affirm ' that 
the adjettives, Impious and Heyetical, are to 
be taken formally in reference 'to the word 


Murthered, and only materially in refer- 


ence to the word Depoled; '' mor can there 


be afffoned any Reaſon, ' why they are not to 
: be taken nnivjocally in one ard the ſame pro- 


, 


cpoſition. Bur; to evince. that a reafon 


may be'/ aſſigned, I ſhall give him this; 
that, though the propoſition be bur one, 


- 
. 


'yer *tis -equivalently two; having two 
different ſubjeAts, wh D: 

"vr \Mwurthered, and conſequently, the pre- 
'dicate may alſo be equivalently two,'or 
diverſe \itr fignification\ without any ſin 
- againſt Logick. * opge a0 
'\' The fourth'Reaſon, is; Berauſe "tis not 
' 1wdoubted thit the Pope cannot depoſe Princes 


ichare ?o'be Depofed , 


: #8 ſome caſes, ſme many Popes and Dioines 
of ' 800d mote: hive t the * contrary ; 


' whom no'body but rafbly and unskilfully muy 


accuſe of material Hereſy. * My Anſwer ts, 
Thar amongſt the- Sorbow-Divines, even 


thoſe wit» were not- required to ſub- 


ſcribe, 


4 a a« 
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her ibe, much. more, amongſt:the. Subſcri- 
4 ry tis certain th Pope has ng. Pawer to 
ſoveraign rances 3; 'Nors: are [they 

vids ho whas others. doube.-or;; doubt 

not ; . for, they hold 'not:'t SN 0- 
blig'd t9 oaks with' others. for company 
Make ;\ neither,' are they. eſteemed:raſh/or 
-unskilfull. in their Art for charging that 
DoQtrin ,with . material Herely ; ' ſince 
nathing is. more ;frequent.in the Schools 
.than to. charge. the. ens of othess, 
DAY x. and-{ometimes. Papes too, - with 
Fn Hepeſy.;and that without breach 
an nan, or any Gtelpors, fo. the Help 


"The: 86h Realfn, is," Bereefe, five. the 
Ft a, do, ſay; that ta'ds 5 age fr 4 dolt- 
_ 24 7 ly . materially Heretical, it ſeems "tis 
<1» exfull, for Catholicks t9 take. the Oath, 
010 ae it is as.,it, were 4 faith proelſian, 
wheje every word is to be fakem in'its far- 
. al, pot: material {ence, asits, eorpreſſed in the 
ont of this. Oath... My Reply. is, that,. 1 
fad. no ſuch. nhe Yo as formal, but 
plain and. common ſence, . neither in'the 
.end, nor thraughout the Oath... A plain 
man ' and ajformal are very. different. 
. Secondly, Whas is only! 4s 76, were 4 fairh- 
pref 08. 1s; #0. taith- profeſſions: T bivaby,. If 
It 


the regulars almift), bave refed to $#6ſcribe, 
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it be only a profeſſion of. what is ws 
cially; Faich,. whas hare is/-it . if the 
dottrin/in contradiQtion to it be eſteem- 
Wu and cenſured as materially - hereti- 
F The Sixth reaſon is, becauſe. the Sub- 
ſorthers' do nat permit Catholicks, to ſwear, 
but , with a condition, which neither the 
Uliterate nnderſtantl, nor migiitrates do al- 
dow! of. +1 an{wer, that'the; {wearer need 
Not trouble his'/head with, any; thing con- 
ditional, bur onely. plainly .and honeſtly 
abjures the 'poſition 'as -Herezcal; | for 
whether it be :£ither' materially or 
formally Hereticalor: both:(tertns which 
are known onely;to-the School)! ſo it be 
hercuical; his-'Oath is good; and; he in 
conſcience ſecute ;- nordo:the ſubſcribers 
requite-ithat the: ſwearet d9innderſtand 
all. their rexms:; of explicatiog;|-; The ſub- 
ſcribing Divines have  declared'depoſing 
andimurchering tobe againſt.che Word of 
God, this-both the Litterate and 1lliterate 
underftanct 19'be. heretical, and Gelt no 
farther: 5 

'The' Seventh: afGni; FIN becauſe? vis wa 
nifetf thatall the Sixeprofeſſors of 8arhon with 
mary other maſt learned Divine, and. all 


Con- 
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Coſtes =_ be: a obplfter ; for-: any 
"thing ; otherwiſe: I am (more inclined to 
credit” thoſe whoſe cateit:was'to propofe 
-ctie” Oath*to- be ſubſcribed) by. the Dt 
vines of Sorbon, than theſe Cavillers who 
"are jonorant 'of the whole : tranfaftion. 
Now: they do politively affirm that none 
of the Six Proteſſars did ever: refuſe, nor 
was: any of them conſulted but 1Monfiewr 
Le Ws ts 1 ir v7 Depertre,'» both 
which notwithſtanding.ottered to figavin 
caſo-ir had: beenpropoſed-unto them 'by 
"Authority: And, as; for Monſter: Reyor, 
in whorw theſe Cavillers {fb much; plory, 
the has declared inthe. preſence of: deve- 
al'Perſbnsof- quality/ of! our owa na- 
tion; whoconfulred bim'about it, thar rhib 
'Oath- may with'arfafe: Conſcience be :ta- 
|ken, and'ithat he: cenſured no! /body:;for 
it; for! which reaſons our: Catechaſt, |in 
one "of | his'laft prints':proclaims him/:to 
be' now byaſſed. As'to thoſe; other Divines, 
when.I know -who 'and what they are 
I ſhall make 'reply ; inthe mean time, if 
they pleaſe, they may' be convinced by 
the Subſcription'4it{elf chat ſeveral of 'the 
Regulars-have alſo ſigned, and I may with 
ok add'that few or none, to whom it 
was propoſed have refuſed to WE 
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famons nor the moſt ancient of the Sorbon 


(189) 
The concluſion is, that neither the mot 


have ſubſcribed. As to this I muſt refer 
the Reader to thoſe who have the ho- 
nour to be acquainted with the Chancel- 
lour of the Univerſity and the reſt of the 
Subſcribers, who are all living, and moſt 
of them reputed the very Flower of the 
Sorbon, 


'FINIS. 


ERRATA. 


PE 3. Line 14, to Sale. p. 24.1. 6, Allegiance. p. 53. 1.7. 
Oath-teachers, þ. 61.1. 20, Arms. p. 79, 1.9, Moral 
Certainty. p. $4. 1. 4. proceed upon. p. 89. 1. 5, Papift, 
Þ 99.1, 23, Hriflius, p, 12% }, 11, upon by. 


